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read: the Clerk would now read the original reso- i minority, and whenever they report resolutions, | 
jutions. || or a bill, they are not before the House for its ac- 






Mr. PARKER desired tite amendments to be | tion, until they are submitted by some member, | 


grain read, remarking that they had not been heard || either of that minority, or by some other member. 
ip that part of the Hall. '| The report of the minority, of itself, does not 
The SPEAKER. The resolutions and amend- || bring the question before the House for its action. 
ments will be read. || The ‘Chair would state to the gentleman from 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, inquired if, the || Ohio, that so far as he is informed, such has been | 
revious question having been moved and sec- || the uniform practice of the House; whatever may 
oaded, it. was ia order to call for the reading of '| be the practice of other parliamentary bodies, the 
aay other resolution or amendment except those || Chair is not prepared to say. 
which were in order at this time? Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to know of the 
The SPEAKER replied, that if the point were || Chair, if we proceed to votegupon the various 
made, the reading of none but preceding amend- |! amendments now pending, and then a motion is 
ments would be in order. The Chair would have || made to reconsider the previous question, whether 
all the amendments read ‘which were pending || we will be bound to go back througi: all the amend- 
when the previous question was seconded. ments, before we get to the position in which we 
Mr. FEATHERSTON wished to know if the || were before the previous question was ordered? 
resolutions moved by him and reported from that || The CHAIR. It is impossible for the Chair to 
part of the committee with which he acted, were || answer the inquiry of the gentleman from Illinois, 
not pending ? They had been offered before the || because he does not know what disposition the 
previous question was moved. || House may make of the various amendments, 
' The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missis- || whether they will be adopted or rejected. The 
sippl will remember, that at the time when he pro- || Chair cannot tell in what position the question 
nosed his amendment, the Chair stated that it was || will stand after the action of the House. The 
not in order. Chair will state, in reply to the inquiry of the gen- 
Mr. FEATHERSTON. I offered it this morn- || tleman from Illinois, by which he may, perhaps, 
be informed, that 





ing. 

The SPEAKER. It was not in Order this 
morning. Jt could not be in order until the pre- 
vious amendments had been voted down. 

Mr. R!'CHARDSON rose to a point of order. 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ‘Toomss]} had 
moved an amendment to the original resolution; 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scnencx] had 
moved an amendment to that amendment; the || 
amendment reported by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Fearmerston} was in the nature of 
a substitute for the original resolution, and it was 
therefore in order. 

The SPEAKER stated that the facts of the case 
were different from those upon which the gentle- 
man from-filinois had based his point of order. 
He stated the facts: The committee had reported 
certain resolutions; the gentleman from Georgia 
had moved to amend those resolutions by an ad- 
ditional resolution; the gentleman from Ohio had 
moved to amend the amendment. The gentleman || 
from Ohio had also offered an amendment, in the 
nature of a substitute, for the entire resolutions of 
the committee; and the gentleman from Mississippi 
had moved an amendment to that substitute. The } 
substitute of the gentleman from Mississippi, 
therefore, could not be entertained in the present 
state of the question. The gentleman would see 
that every amendment which could be made had 
been moved when the previous question was sec- 
onded. 

Mr.RICHARDSON. Which gentleman from | 
Ohio do | understand has offered a substitute ? 

The SPEAKER. The same gentleman who | 
moved the amendment, [Mr. Scuenck. ] i] 

} 
| 


_Mr. RICHARDSON inquired if the proposi- 
tion which the gentleman had offered as a substi- | 
lute was not the same as the amendment pending? || 

fhe SPEAKER replied that the Chair had not 
examined the extent to which they differed; but 
the propasitions were not identical. 

Mr. DISNEY. I desire to call the attention of 
the Chair to the resolutions reported by that por- | 
tion of the committee to which I belong. If 1 | 
understand the matter correctly, the report of a 
minority of a committee, which concludes with | 
resolutions, being in effect a recommendation that | 


the resolutions be adopted, is a motion to amend | 
the resolutions of the majority. That, I appre- || 
hend, is a principle very well established by par- |: 
liamentary law; and I submit, that the resolutions | 
Feported by that portion of the committee with | 
whom I had the honor to act, come up of them- | 


Mr. RICHARDSON (interposing) said, for 
himself he was willing to vote upon these amend- 
ments: after they were disposed of he should 
move to reconsider the previous question, with a 
view to take a vote upon the resolutions reported 
by the minority. 

Mr. INGE. I wish to know what the Speaker 
has decided as the effect of the previous question? 
Does the Chair decide that the effect is to cut off 
the substitute of the gentleman from Mississippi, 
notice of which has been given to the House? 

The SPEAKER. Most clearly. 

Mr. INGE. Nothing is before the House, 


| then, except the resolutions reported by the com- 


mittee, and the amendment, and the amendment 


| to the amendment, which have been offered ? 


The SPEAKER. And the substitute, and the 


| amendment to the substitute. 


Mr. INGE. Thatisthe precise question I have 
put to the Chair—whether the previous question 
cuts off the substitute, of which notice has been 

iven? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair repeats, that it 
cuts off all substitutes, except the one offered by 


' the gentleman from Ohio, which had been enter- 


tained before the previous question was moved and 


| seconded. The Chair will state to the gentleman 


from Alabama, and to the House, that the state 


aires. cotng ; 
Mr. SEDDON wished to inquire of the Chair, 
in case the various amendments and the gesolu- 


| tions now pending were rejected, if it would not 
| then be in the power of a member to offer other 


resolutions to the House? ea 
The SPEAKER stated that, in the opinion of 
the Chair, other resolutions could not be offered, 


| except by a reconsideration. 


Mr. McMULLEN moved to reconsider the vote 
upon the second of the previous question, with a 
view, he said, to bring in other resolutions. 

He waived the motion, however, at the sugges- 
tion of various gentlemen, and moved that the 


| House adjourn. 


The SPEAKER said, the motion to adjourn 


| was not in order—no business having intervened 


since the last vote on the same questioa. 


Mr. BURT addressed the Speaker, and was re- | 


cognized. 

Mr. INGE said he hoped the gentleman from 
South Carolina would yield to the reading of the sub- 
stitute which waa pending, in order that the House 


| of the case is precisely as though no notice had | 
| been 

















The SPEAKER stated that that motion was not 
now in order. 

Mr. INGE called for the reading of the substi- 
tute. j 

Mr. McMULLEN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the main question had been ordered to 
be now put. 

Mr. JONES desired to be informed by the 
Speaker whether, if the House should now recon- 
sider the vote by which the main question had 
been ordered, it would not then leave the question 
open to debate without allowing other amend- 
ments to be offered. The proper mode, he sug- 
gested, was to dispose of the pending amendments, 
and if they should not prove satisfactory to the 
House, ther to reconsider the vote ordering the 
main question. 

Mr. BURT moved that the House adjourn. 
‘Mr. ROOT asked the yeas and nays on that 
motion, but withdrew the demand. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Messrs. WHITE and GOTT simultaneously 
moved that the motion of the gentlemaw from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. MceMutten] to reconsider the vote by 
which the main question had been ordered, be laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. McMULLEN, at the saine time, withdrew 
the motion. 

So the motion to reconsider was withdrawn. 

Mr. WINTHROP to a point of order. 
He submitted that, under the parliamentary law, 
it was not in order to reconsider an order which 
had been partly executed. [le contended that the 
previous question had been executed, in part at 
least. It was upon this principle alone that the 
honorable member from South Carolina {Mr. 
Burt} had closed the debate. That gentleman 
had spoken once, and, as the chairman of the se- 
lect committee, he had the right, ander the rule, to 
speak again, though, as toall other members of the 
House, the debate was at an end, The rule giving 
this right did not inure until the previous question 
had been ordered. The gentleman had spoken, 
and to that extent, therefore, the order of the 
House had been executed. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider has 
been withdrawn, and is not now pending. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said, that whenever the 
|| question of order suggested by the gentleman from 
Viassachusetts [Mr. Winturop] should be made, if 
the decision of the Chair should sustain it, an ap- 
peal would be taken. 

After a suggestion by Mr. JONES~— 

‘he SPEAKER said: If gentlemen will observe 
order, the questions, in the order in which they 
stand before the House, will be stated. And if 
gentiemen will preserve order, much inconveni- 
ence will be obviated, and the necessity for the 
frequent reading of the resolutions prevented. 

The SPEAKER then directed the propositions 
pending before the House to be read in their 
regular order. 

And they were read by the Clerk in the follow- 
ing order: 

virst, the resolutions reported by the commit- 
tee. 

Secondly, the amendment of Mr. Toostss to 
those resolutions. 

Thirdly, the amendment of Mr. Scnence to the 
amendment of Mr. Toomss. 

Fourthly, the substitute of Mr. Scmence. 

Fitthly, the amendment of Mr. Trompson, of 
Mississippi, to the amendment of Mr. Scwewcx. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question will be first on 
the amendment of the gentieman from Ohio {Mr. 

|| Scuenck] to the amendment of the gentleman 
|| from Georgia, [Mr. ‘Toomss.] ‘The question will 
| ther be on the amendment of the gentieman from 


rose 


selves as an amendment to the resolutions of the || might judge whether the question was presented | Georgia, amended or not, as the vove of the House 


majority. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not concur | 


vi the gentleman from Ohio in this position. | 
he f law, as he understands it, does | 
Not recognize the report of a minority of e com- 
mittee a8 @ report; it contains the views of the 





in such a manner that they would be willing to || may determine. 
| vote upon it. 


The question will then recur on 


the amendment of the gentieman from Mississippi 


.Mr. BURT hoped to be allowed to say he || (Mr. Tnompson) to the substitute of the gentle- 


thought the House should adjourn, in order to give 
time to deliberate upon the question. He moved 
that the House adjourn. 





tieman from Ojo, (Mr. Scmencn,] and then upon 
| that substitute, amended or not, as the case may 
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tieman from Mississippi [Mr. ‘Tnompson] to the || 


substitute of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Scuenck] proposed to strike out that substitute? 
The SPEAKER. It does not. The question 
is first on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Scmenck] to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,| and on that 
question the yeas and nays have been demanded. 


11 
1h 








The House refused to adjourn. 
Mr. JONES, (to the Speaker.) Do I under- 
stand the Speaker to say, that when we come to 


vote upon the adoption of the resolutions, should ‘| 


the substitute be rejected, it will be in order to 
take a vote on the resolutions separately ? 

The SPEAKER assented, 

Mr. JONES. Will it, in the opinion of the 


Mr. SCHENCK asked that the ‘amendment || Chair, be in order to take a vote separately on the | 
| resolution of the gentleman from Georgia, and } 


might be read.. There seemed, he said, to be some 
difeulty about it in some parts of the House. 
Mr. JONES. I object to the reading. 
been read often enough. 
Mr. CONRAD, (to the Chair.) 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio should be reject- 


| 


It has | 


If the amend- | 


ed, will the amendment of the gentleman trom | 


Georgia be‘open to amendment ? 


TheSPEAKER. Clearly not; because the pre- | 


vious question is now in eet 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arka 


a great deal of confusion in the Hall; and many | 


gentlemen would acknowledge that it had been 
found impossible to know distinctly what the prop- 
ositions were. He desired to know upon what he 
was about to vote. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
time will be saved by the reading of the amend- 
ment. The Chair hopes that no objection will be 
male. 

The amendment was again read. 


nsas, said, there was 


| 


| Marshall, t 
|} McLean, Morse, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Outlaw, Pitman, || 


Mr. WOODWARD moved that the House ad- | 


journ, 
Mr. CARTTER raised the question of order. 
The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 


And the question having been taken, the House | 


refused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 158, nays 25; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Andrews, Ashe, 


Averett, Baker, Bay, Bissell, Bocock, Booth, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Crester 


Butter, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cabie, George A. Cald- | 


well, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Cariter, Chand- 
ler, Clarke, Cleveland, Williainson R. W. Cobb, Colcock, 
Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Dickey, 
Dinunick, Disney, Dixon, Dety, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, 
Bdmundson, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, 
Freediey, Gerry, Giddings, Gorman, Gon, Gould, Grinnell, 
Halloway, Hamilton, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
fierrie, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hib- 
bard, Holmes, Howard, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, W. 
T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Robert 
W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufwan, Kerr, Daniel P. 
King, George G. King, John A. King, Preston King, La 
Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Mar- 
shail, Matteson, McClernand, McDowell, McLanahan, F. 
EB. McLean, M«eMulien, McQueen, Meacham, Miller, Mill- 


#0n, Morrie, Morse, Nelson, Ogle, Olds, Outlaw, Parker, ‘| 


Peasice, Peck, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Powell, Putoam, | 


Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, 
Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, ~awtelle, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Shepperd, Silvester, 


Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Stetson, | 


Sirong, Sweetser, Jacob ‘Thompson, James Thompeon, 
Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, 


Wentworth, White, Wildrick, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, | 


Woodward, and Young—158. 

NAY¥S—Measra. Allen, Alston, Bokee, Bowdon, Breck 
Burt, B. C, Cabell, Clingman, Deberry, Haraison, Hilliard, 
Joseph W. Jackson, James G King, McGaughey, McKis- 
sock, Morton, Orr, Owen, Seddon, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Toombs, Van Dyke, Weliborn, and 
Witiiams—25. 

[{Mr. McDowaxn declined to vote, stating that 
he had paired off. } 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

‘The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. 
Toomes, as amended— 

Mr. HARALSON inquired of the Speaker if, 
after the vote was taken on the amendment as 
amended, he would then have the privilege of voting 
on the original resolution separately. : 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment as amended. After that ques- 
tion shall have been disposed of, and the substitute 
and amendment to the resolutions shall have been 
disposed of, if the House should not adopt the 
substitute, the question will recur on agreeing to 
the original resolution as amended, and the gentle- 
man from Georgia, [Mr. Hararson,] by calling 
for . division, can have the question taken sepa- 
rately. 


Mr. HARALSON. Suppose the substitute is 


adopted ? 
he SPEAKER. It is not a substitute, it is 


only arn additional resolution 


| 
| 


| 


| 


then on the proviso? A 2 
The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
it will not be in order, because it would be merely 
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Mr. RICHARDSON desired to be informed by Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that the || ‘Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. 
the Speaker, whether the amendment of the gen- || House adjourn. 








|| Massachusetts, and Savace, of Tennessee, were 


striking out what had been already inserted by the | 


House. 

The question (continued the Speaker) is on 
agreeing to the amendment as amended. * 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and, being taken, were yeas 
82, nays 92, as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Andrews, Ashe, Baker, Ben- 
nett, Bocock, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, 
Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph P. 
Caldwell, Calvin, Chandler, Clark, 
Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Dun- 

| can, Nathan Evans, Fow er, Freediey, Gentry, Gott, Grin- 
nell, Halloway, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Holmes, Howe, 
| Hubbard, Hunter, Joseph W. Jackson, William T. Jack- 
son, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel 
P. King, George G. King, John A. King, Horace Mana, 
Matteson, McGaughey, McKissock, Finis E. 


Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Rose, Rum- 


| sey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhborn, Schoolcraft, Shep- | 
perd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Frederick P. Stan- || 


ton, Thaddeus Stevens, Thurman, Underhill, White, and 
Winthrop—82. 


NAYS—Meesrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston, Averett, Bay, | 


Bissell, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, William J. Brown, 


Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Campbell, | 
Cartier, Cleveland, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Cole, Daniel, | 


Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, 


Featherston, Fitch, Gerry, Gorman, Hamilton, Haralson, || 


Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 


Harris, Hibbard, Howard, Inge, Andrew Johnson, Jones, | 


Julian, Kaufman, James G. King, Preston King, La Sére, 
Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, McClernand, McLanahan, 
MeMullen, McQueen, Miller, Millson, Morris, \Olds, Orr, 
Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Richardson, 
Robinson, Root, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Alexan- 


| der H. Stephens, Stetson, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, | 
| James Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, Van Dyke, Walden, || 


Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, Wentworth, Wildrick, Wil- 
liams, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and Young—92. 


_ So the amendment of Mr. Toomss, as amended 
by the amendment of Mr. Scuenck, was rejected. 
The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Tuompson, of Mississippi, to the amendment 
of Mr. Scuenck, as a substitute for the resolu- 
tions— 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved to lay 

| the whole subject on the table. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 
Mr. HARALSON moved that the House ad- 
| journ. Rejected. 

The question fecurring on the motion to lay on 
the table, was taken and decided in the negative— 
yeas 49, nays 126; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrse. Alston, Bennett, Breck, Briggs, Chester 
Butler, Calvin, Chandier, Clarke, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, 
Dixon, Duncan, Nathan Evans, Freedley, Gentry, Gould, 
Gripnell, Haymond, Henry, Howe, W. T. Jackson, Robert 

| W. Jofison, Kerr, D. P. King, George G. King, James G. 
| King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Matteson, McGaughey, 
| MeKissoek, Outlaw, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Risley, Rock- 
| well, Rumsey, Schenck, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Spaulding, 
| Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Underbill, Weilborn, Williams, 
| and Winthrop—49. 

NAYS—Messrs, Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Andrews, 
| Ashe, Averett, Baker, Bay, Bissell, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, 
| Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brooks, W. J. Brown, Buel, Bur- 


|| rows, Burt, T. B. Butler, E.C, Cabell, J. Cable, G. A. Cald- 


1} 


| 


i 


} 


weil, J. P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Cleveland, Cling- 
| man, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleoek, Cole, Conger, Daniel, Dim- 
| mick, Dixney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Feath- 
| erston, Fitch, Fowler, Gerry, Giddings, Gorman, Gott, 
| Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 


Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, J. W. Jackson, Andrew Johuson, 
J. L. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Preston King, 
Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, MceClernand, 
| McDowell, McLanahan, Finis E. McLean, McMullen, Me- 


| Harris, T. 1. Harris, Hebard, Hibbard, Hilliard, Howard, 


La 


| Queen, Miller, Millson, Morris, Morse, Morton, Nelson, 


| Ogle, Olds, Orr, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Pot- 
| ter, Powell, Reynolds, Richardson, Robinson, Root, Rose, 


| Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Seddon, Silvester, 
| Sprague, F. P. Stanton, A. H. Stephens, Stetson, Strong, 


Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, 
| Toombs, Tuck, Van Dyke, Walden, Waldo, Wallace 


| Wentworth, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, Woodward,aand 


| Young—125. 


So the House refused to lay the whole subject 


on the table. 


Mr. WILLIAMS moved that the House ad- 


‘ journ. 


J 


ee 





76, 


Power, of 


appointed. 
| And the question was taken and deci 
| negative—ayes 64, noes 89. 
So the House refased to adjourn. 
The SPEAKER stated the question to be on the 
/amendment of the gentleman from Mibssissi,,; 
[Mr. TuompPson] to the substitute of the gentlenns 
from Ohio, [Mr. Scuewck.]} " 
Mr. MARSHALL called for a division on the 
amendment. 
The SPEAKER. A division is cailed for. The 
qvestion will then be on the first branch of the 
' amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi, 
Mr. RICHARDSON rose to a question of op. 


ded in the 


|| der. He desired to know whether an amendmen, 


Burrows, | 


Clingmman, Conger, | 


to an amendment could ba divided ? 
The SPEAKER overruled the point of order 
Mr. DISNEY inquired of the Speaker, whethe, 
the substitute of the gentleman fo Ohio [Mr 
Scuenck] was not identical with the amendinen, 
as amended, which had just been voted down? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has not examined 
the two propositions closely, and cannot, there. 
'|fore, say whether they are identical or not. 
| Mr. DISNEY. As the propositions feil upon 


i my oer in the reading, the two are identical, 


he SPEAKER. Probably they are so. The 
|| Chair did not notice them very particularly, and 
|| cannot perceive how a point of order is to be 
made. 

After a brief conversation between Mr. Presroy 
Kane and the Chair, (uf which little was heard by 
the reporter)— 

Mr. RICHARDSON inquired whether he was 
|, to understand the Speaker as having decided that 
an amendment to an amendment could be divided? 

The SPEAKER assented. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON appealed from the decis. 


; 1On. 

The SPEAKER stated the question. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio had offered.an amendment; the 
gentleman from Mississippi had moved an amend- 
ment to the amendment; the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi contained two substan- 
tives, distinct propositions. A division of the ques- 
_ tion had been called for upon the amendment to the 
|, amendment; the Chair has ruled that it is divisible; 
| from this decision the gentleman from Hllinois has 
|| taken an appeal, and the question is, ‘* Shall the 

| decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
| House?”’ 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative. 

So the decision was sustained, and the question 
, decided to be divisible. 

The question then being upon agreeing to the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
} 
| 


| first part of the amendment of Mr. ‘I'nompson, of 
| Miasissippi— 

Mr. BURT desired to know if the proposition 
| moved by the gentleman from Ohio as a substitute, 
| was not identical with the proposition voted down 
| as an amendment a short time since? 


The SPEAKER. It is the same proposition. 

Mr. BURT. Theni make the point of order, 
that whether the gentleman moves it as an amend- 
ment or a substitute, it is still an amendment, and 
the House cannot be required to vote upon the 
| same amendment time after time. 

The SPEAKER stated, that if the point of order 
were good of itself, it was too late to entertain it; 
that, to have been received, it ought to have been 
made when one or the other of the propositions 
had been offered. 

But the Chair will state to the gentleman from 
South Carolina, and to the House, that the House 
| might, for reasons satisfactory to themselves, be 
| willing to adopt this as a substitute for all the res- 
olutions, and yet be unwilling to add it to the 
| other resolutions reported by the committee. The 
| Chair must, therefore, have held the point of order 

not to be good, if it had been made at the proper 
uume. 

The question was on agreeing to the first part 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. Tuompson,] in the following words. 

“And consequently that the House also totaily dissents 
from the correctness uf the opinion expressed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the Secretary of War, ‘tat 
‘ his (the said Crawford) being at the head of the War De- 
nae, eae the agent of the claimants, did not take 
‘from him = he may have bad as such agent, “4 
* would have jusufied him the examination a 
‘decision pe by the of the Treasury 
" < suspended.’ me 
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= 
Mr. WENT WORTH asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. ee 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
afirmative—yeas 91, neys 86; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bissell, 
Bocock, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, William J. Brown, 
Buel, E. C. Cabell, Joseph Cable, G. A. Caldweti, Cartter, 
Cleveland, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, Dimmick, 
pisney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Featherston, 
Fitch, Gerry, Gorman, Hamitton, Haralson, Harian, lsham 
. Harris, 8. W. Harris, T. L.. Harris, Hibbard, Howard, 
Hubbard, Inge, J. W. Jackson, Andrew Jotinson, Kobert | 
W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Preston King, La 
sere, Leifer, Littlefield, Job Mann, McClernand, MeDow- 
ell, MeLanahan, McMullen, McQueen, Miller, Millson, 
Moris, Morton, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peasiee, Peck, Phelps, 
potter, Powell, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Saw- | 
telle, Seddon, F. P. Stanton, A. H. Stephens, Stetson, | 
strong, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, James ‘Thompson, | 
Toombs, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, Wildrick, 
Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and Young—91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Andrews, Ba- 
ker, Bennett, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Burt, 
Chester Butler, ‘Thomas B. Butler, J. P. Caidwell, Calvin, 
Cunphell, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Cole, Conger, Con- 
rad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Dunean, 
Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freediey, Giddings, Gott, Grinnell, 
Halloway, Haymond, Hebbard, Henry, Hilliard, Holmes, 
Howe, Hunter, W. T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Kerr, 
Daniel P. King, George G. King, James G. King, John A. | 
King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, Mc- | 
Kissock, F. E. Mcetsean, Morse, Nelson, Ogle, Outlaw, Pit- 
man, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, 
Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, School- 
craft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Stanly, T. Stevens‘ 
Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Wellborn, White, 
Witliams, and Winthrop—e6. 

{While the vote was being called— 

Mr. MORSE rose and asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to amend the resolution by 
inserting the words ‘‘ said to have been ”’ before 
the word **expressed.”” If anybody objected he 
desired to Know the source from which the objec- 
tions came. 


Objection was made—by whom the reporter did 
not see or hear. ' 

The SPEAKER announced that objection was 
made. 

Mr. MORSE. Can I know who objects? 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made by several 
gentlemen. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of North Carolina, when 
his name was called, said there was no evidence 
that the President had ever used the language at- 
tributed to him; he therefore voted ** no.’ 

The SPEAKER checked the gentleman, re- 
minding him that no remarks were in order. 

Calls to order. 

Mr. MARSHALL, when his name was called, | 
said his vote was decided by the difference be- 
tween the words “or” and “‘nor.” He voted 
“ no.” ] . 

So the first part of the amendment of Mr. Tuomp- 
SON Was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I move to 
reconsider the motion, and to lay that motion on | 
the table 

Mr. SCHENCK. 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order, 








I move that there be a call 


_ Mr. CONRAD. 
Journ. 

Mr. SCHENCK. 
that motion. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Duncan, of | 


Massachusetts, and Harris, of Tennessee, were | 
appointed. 


I move that the House ad- 


I ask the yeas and nays on 


And the question having been taken, the -vote | 


stood—ayes 78, noes 86. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question then recurred on the motion to | 
reconsider. 


Mr. CROWELL asked the yeas and nays, | 


which were ordered. || cause the previous question has been ordered. 


wane SACKETT moved that the House ad- | 
urn. } 
The SPEAKER decided the motion to be out | 
of order, no business having intervened since a | 
motion to adjourn had been made and rejected. 
Mr. SACKETT suggested that an intermediate 
vote had been taken on ordering the yeas and 


nays. 
: The SPEAKER replied that that was not such 


Mtervening action as would render a renewed mo- 
ion to adjourn in order. 


Mr. PRESTON KING inquired of the Chair 
whether, if the motion to reconsider should pre- 
Vail, it would then be in order to modify or amend 
the amendment? 


? 


the previous question having been ordered. | 
; 











The SPEAKER. It is not in order pending the 
operation of the previous question. : 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, was under- 
stood to suggest, that the language of the amend- 
ment embodied the identical words of Mr. Craw- 
ford, as given in his testimony. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
| 


|| Sider, which is a privi 


The SPEAKER said, no remarks were in order. | 


Mr. RUMSEY moved to reconsider the vote 
ordering the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to reconsider anoth- 
er proposition is already pending ; therefore, the 
motion of the gentleman, from New York [Mr. 
Rumsey] is not in order. 

Mr. RUMSEY suggested ‘that his motion had 
precedence. 

The SPEAKER ruled otherwise. 

Mr. RUMSEY withdrew his motion. 

Mr. SACKETT now appealed from the decision 


of the Chair, declaring the motion to adjourn to | 


be out of order. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the ap- 
eal. 
Mr. CONGER. 
laid upon the table. ‘ 
And the question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative, without a division. 
So the appeal was laid upon the table. 
Mr. BAKER. [move that the House adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The motion is now in order. 
Mr. JONES. Nothing has been done. 
The SPEAKER. A vote has been taken. 
Mr. JONES. Nothing in the world. I appeal 


I move that the appeal be 


\| from the decision of the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. When a motion to adjourn 
has been entertained, no appeal is in order. 

The question, ‘* Will this House adjourn?’ was 
then taken, and the vote stood—ayes 72, noes 81. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 


| McLean, of Kentucky, and Waxpo, were ap- 
| pointed. 


And the vote, having been again taken, was de- 
clared to be—aves 75, noes 87. ; 

Messrs. PUTNAM and SCHENCK demanded 
the yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 86, nays 89; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Andrews, Averett, Baker, 


| Bennett, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, 
| Thomas B. Butler, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, 
| Chandler, Clarke, Coleock, Cole, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, 


| ton, Thaddeus Stevens, Strong, Thurman, Tuck, 


Bissell, Boeock, Bokee, 


Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Duncan, Nathan Evans, Fowler, 
Freediey, Gentry, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Isham 
G. Harris, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Holmes, 
Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, 
Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, James G. King, John 
A. King, Horace Mann, McGaughey, McKissock, Finis E. 
McLean, McMullen, McQueen, Nelson, gle, Outlaw, Pit- 
man, Putnam, Reed, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rom- 
sey, Sickett, Schenck, “chermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, 
Shepnerd, Silvester, Spaulding, Stanly, Frederick P. Stan- 
Under- 
hill, White, Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, and Wood- 
ward—86. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston, Ashe, Bay, 
Rooth, Bowdon, Bowlin. Bovd, 


| William J. Brown, Burt, E. C. Cabett, Joseph Cable, George 


} 
| 
| 


| 


} 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


A. Caldwell, Cartter, Cleveland, Clingman, Williamson R. 
W. Cobh, Conger, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dan 
ham, Durkee, Edmundson, Featherston, Piteh, Gerry, Gid- 
dings, Gorman, Hamilton, Haralson, Harten, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Howard, Hubbord, 
Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson. Robert W. 
Johnson, Jones, Julian, Preston King, La Sir® Lefller, 
Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Matteson, MeCiernand, 
McDowell, McLanahau, Miller, Millson, Morris, Morse, 
Morton, Olds, Orr, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, 
Potter, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, A. 
H. Stephens, Sweetser, Jacob Thomson, Toombs, Van 
Dyke, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, Wentworth, 
Wildrick, Wood, and Young—89. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. SCHENCK, (to the Speaker.) Will a mo- 
tion to postpone the further consideration of the 
subject until Monday next be in order? 


The SPEAKER. It will not be in order, be- 


aMr. SCHENCK. Then I meve that the whole 
subject be laid upon the table, and on that motiun 
I call the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER stated the question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


After a brief conversation between Mr. Jones 


and the Speaker on a point of order— 


The SPEAKER again stated the question to be | 
on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. | 


Scnencr] to lay the whole subject on the table. 
Mr. JONES submitted that there was a previous 
question—the motion to reconsider made by the 


gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. Tuomrsow;) ! 


which was a 
The 


motion. 











The pending question is on the motion to reeon- 
ad question. 
Mr. SCHENCK. ask to be excused from 


| voting, and on that motion | ask the yeas and 
|} nays. 


he yee and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SCHENCK. I now move that the House 


adjourn, atid on that mrotion | ask the yeas and 
nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and, on being 
taken, were—yeas 89, nays 77; as follow: 


YEAS—Meessts. Alexander, Averett, Baker, Beale, Ben- 
nett, Bokee, Bowdoa, Breck, Briggs, William J. Brown, 
| Burrows, Birt, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph 
P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Chandler, Ciarke, Cling- 
man, Colcock, Cole, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, 
Dickey, Dixon, Duncan, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freediey, 
| Gentry, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halioway, Haymond, Heb- 
ard, Henry, Gilliard, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jackson, 
| James L. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, 
James G. King, Johan A. King, Horace Mann, Marshall, 
McGaughey, McKissock, Pinis E. MeLean, MceMalien, 
MeQueen, Nelson, Ogle, Peck, Pitman. Putnam, Risley, 
Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, 
Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Stanly, Thad. Stevens, Strong, James Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Wallace, White, 
Williains, Winthrop, and Wood ward—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alston, Ashe, Bay, 
Bissell, Bocock, Booth, Bowlin, Boyd, E C. Cabell, Joseph 
Cable, George A. Caldwell, Cartter, Cleveland, Willianwon 
R. W. Cobb, Conger, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Dow, Dun- 
bam, Durkee, Edinundson, Featherston, Fitch, Gerry, Gid- 
dings, Gorman, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, sham @. Har- 
ris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Howard, Hubbard, Joseph 
W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, 
Juhan, Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Job 
Mann, Matteson, MeClernand, McLanahan, Miller, Mill- 
son, Morris, Morse, Morten, Owen, Parker, Peastee, Phelps, 
Potter, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Alexander BH, 
Stephens, Stetson, Sweetser, Jacoh Thompson, Toombs, 
Walden, Waldo, Wellborn, Wentworth, Wildsick, Wil- 
mot, Wood, and Young—77. 


So the House, at a late hour, adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, July 6, 1850. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Department of War, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the 8th 
| ultimo, calling for copies of the journals of all re- 
connoissances returned to the topographical bureau 
by officers of the United States, making sub-sur- 
veys within the last year not heretofore commu- 
nicated, containing copies of reports of Lieutenant 
J. H. Simpson, of the corps of topographical en- 
gineers, and Captain 8S. G. French, of the quar- 
termaster’s department, with accompanying maps 
and sketches; which was read. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 
Professor Richard S. McCullow, proposing to sell 
to the United States the right to use a new method 
invented by him for refining gold, setting forth 
that by this method parcels of gold bullion worth 
from one totwo millions can be as quickly refined 
as parcels of two hundred thousand dollars are 
by the process now used; that by this method anin- 
definite series of large deposites of gold bullion ean 
be refined in one half the time required for the 
operations of the method hitherto employed; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented the 
memorial of Phineas M. Nightingale, legal repre- 
sentative of Nathaniel Greene, asking the repay- 
ment of money advanced to an army contractor 
“armg the revolutionary war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Commute on_ Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
proceedings of the meeting held at Wilmington, 
in the State of Delaware, against the passage of 
the present compromise bill and in favor of Preai- 
dent Taylor’s plan for the adjustment of the sia- 
very question, reported against printing the same; 
which was concurred in, 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the motion to print the proceedings of a 
public meeting of citizens of Wilmington and 
vicinity, in the same State, in favor of the adop- 
tion of the compromise bill now before the Sea- 
ate, reported against printing the same; which was 
agreed to. 


BILL ON LEAVE. 


Mr. MORTON, in pursuance of notice, asked 
'| and obtained leave to introduce e bill to amend an 


The: gentleman is correct. || act entitled “An act to provide for the pudishraent 
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of offences committed in cutting live oak and other 
timber or trees reserved for naval purposes, ap- 
rowed 21 March, 1831;°’ which was read a first 
snd second ime by we tile, and referred to the 
Somusttee on Naval Affoirs. 


THE MAISON RGUGE GRANT. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, the Senate pro- 
eeted to the consideration of bill No 63, being 

iue will to grant the night of preéimpuon to certain | 
purchasers and settlers in in the ** Maison Rouge | 
Grant,’’ in the event of a final adjustment of the | 
tithe int favor of the United States. 

Several yerbal amendments were made. The | 
bill was then reported te the Senate, and the 
amendments having been concurred in, it was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was | 
read a third time and passed. 

On motion by Mr. DAWSON the Senate, as in | 
Cammittee of the Whole, proceeded to the consid- 
eration of House bill No. 71, entitled ** An act for 
the relief of Richard H. Barrett.”’ 

Mr. KING. in what State is this quarter-sec- 
tiqn to be located? ‘The bill simply says that it 
is @ northeast corner of a section. 

Mr..DOWNS. The report of the House com- 
mittee explains the matter, 

Mr. DAWSON. The bill is as it came from 
the tiouse. The Secretary read the report of the | 
FHiouse Committee on Private Land Ciaims. 

Mr. DODGE. Enough has been read to show 
that the section is in the St. Augustine land dis- 
trict, and | move to amend the bill by adding the | 
words ** subject to sale in the district of St. Au- 
gustine, Florida.” 

Mr. WULEE. I wish to inquire if the Senator 
is satisfied that there is no adversary right to the 
parucular quarter-section? 

Mr. DAWSON. ‘The bill provides for that. 

The amendment of Mr. Dopee was then agreed 


to. 
Mr. FELCH. I wish to ask whether there | 
were any facts before the committee other than 
those which appear in this report? 

Mr. DOWNS. The committee took the report | 
as it came from the House, and, upon examination | 
of the facts, adopted it as their own. 

Mr. FELCH. It seems to me, Mr. President, 
that there is a serious objection to this bill as it 
now stands, if 1 understand it. The foyndation 
of this claim is under the armed occupation laws 
of Florida. Thatlaw, if | recollect rightly, required 
in its provisions, that the person who intended 
to make a claim should obtain a permit at the land 
office, which should define the iand to which he 
should be entitled; and, unless he did so, he was 
not entitled to any benefit at all under the law. It 
contained also another restriction, that it should 
not be within the military reservation, nor within 
two miles of it. Now, it l understand this report | 
correctiy, by hearing 1 read—although | could not 
bear it very distinct! y—it appears that this claim 
was made in violation of that law. In the first | 
place, they did not obtain the permit, which was | 
the foundation of all rights under the law. In the | 
next place, they were never entitled to a permit, 
because it was within two miles of the fort, and, 
therefore, excluded from the benefit of the law. 

There is another objection, Mr. President, 
which | wish to state in connection with this mat- 
ter. My attention was called to the subject from 
this fact; Other claims of a similar character have | 


been presented before the Senate at this session; || 


and one report has been made adversely, under | 
oreeisely such a claim, upon the principle to which | 


i refer, to wit, that the parties, having gone on in | 


violation of jaw, without a permit, and within | 


there should be some other than ordinary reasons | 
to entitle them to preémption under that act of Con- | 
gress. Yhis bill is in contravention of that decis- | 
10n in a similar case. The Senate, however, have | 
not acted upon that bill. 
I will state another fact in relation to this matter, | 
Under the armed occupation law, as | understand | 
the matter, some two or three years ago, a bill 
wag passed which called to it some degree of at- | 
tention, appointing a commission for the purpose | 
of going to Fiorida and investigating the claims in | 
reference to the rights acquired under the armed | 
occupation law. tinvestigation went on, and 
@ report was made, which is now before the Sen- | 
ate—made at the last session of » accord- 
ing to my recollection—and no action was had 





| 
} 





upon these claims, so far as T am now aware. 
Another act was passed extending the time, ap- 


|| pointing the same commissioners, and they have || 
i| gone on to investigate. 


In the report of this year 
a statement is made of the action of these com- | 
missioners upon the subject. As Lunderstand the || 
law, this is one of the cases that commission | 

| 


would have to investigate, Iiis a proper case to 


| zo before them, according to my recollection of 


| any olservations of my own. 


| was within two miles of the military post established at Pi- | 
| Of continued residence and cultivation. 
| J. Worth, received at the Land Office, and made part of 


| this report, itappears that the military post at Pilatka was 


| ard H. Barrett, and more than sixteen months previous to 


| || ries, to which was referred House bill No. 21, 
limits for which they could not obtain a permit, | 


| 





| in his title to the tract of land above described, and beg leave 
|} to report a bill accordingly. 


| was virtually abandoned at the former period, 
| not known, or has not oecurred, that all the ground—indeed 
| a tract of twelve hundred acres, on which the garrison and 


their powers; and it should undergo the investiga. | 
tion of that commisssion. If that be so, if | am 
right in reference to this matter, it seems to me to | 
be improper, at all events, that we should now | 
pass the bill which is before us. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair begs | 
leave to state that there is, properly speaking, no | 
question before the Senate. ‘There wiil not be 
until the bill is reported, unless there is some 
amendment. The Chair will report the bill, and 
then debate will be in order. 

The bill was accordingly reported to the Sen- 
ate, and the amendment, in committee, was con- 
curred in. 

The question was then stated upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. DAWSON. I wiil merely read the re- 
port, Mr. President, without taking up the time by 
It is as follows: 





‘ From the evidence on file in the Land Offiee, it appears 
that permit No. 73 was granted to Richard H. Barrett, un- 
der the act of 4th August, 1842, (* for the armed occupation 
and settlement of a part of the Territory of Florida,?’) on 
the 15th of April, 1843, who imade settlement, built a house, 
and cultivated more than five acres on the northeast quarter 
of section 28, township 10 south, range 25 east, according 
to the requisition of the law above recited. 

* On the 23:h July, 1844, a letter was addressed from the 
Land Ottice in Washington to the register and receiver at 
St. Augustine, informing them that permit No, 73 had been 
annulled, as issued in contravention of the third section of 
the act, embracing land which, at the date of the permit, 


latka; consequently the claimant did not make final proof 


* From the accompanying letter of Brigadier General W. 


virt. ily abandoned on the 19th ot March, 1843, nearly one 
month previous to the issuing of the permit No. 73 to Rich- 


the order annulling the said permit. 
“ The premises considered, your committee are unani- 
mously of opinion that the petitioner ought to be confirmed 


** HEADQUARTERS Nintu DerarRTMENT, 
“Sr. Aucus'rine, October 11, 1843. 

‘Sir: In reply to your note of yesterday, I have the honor 
to state, that on the 19th of Mareh last L issued orders to 
abandon the military station at Pilatka. After the stores 
were withdrawn, and most of the troops had moved, it was 
discovered that the barrack at this post, then undergoing 
repairs, Was not na condition to accommodate the entire 
command; whereupon, a detachment was directed to halt 
atthe former place ull further orders, and finally withdrawn 
on the 18th Angust. The post, however, in a nitlitary sense, 
Perhaps itis 





public buildings were situated—is privcte property. The 
tact that this private land is enveloped by the public land, 
would bardly seem to justify a reservation in respect to the 
latter, operating exclusion trom the former, between one 
éitizen and another. Certainly this would not be tolerated. 

** Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

‘ “W. J. WORTH, Brigadier General. 
* To Dr. Simmons, 
“ Register Land Office, Si. Augustine.’? 


This report, Mr. President, is a fall reply to the 
remarks of the Senator from Michigan. 
The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 
and was passed, 
ROADS IN MINNESOTA. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. The Committee on Territo- 





beinge** an act for the construction of certain roads 
in the Territory of Minnesota, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ have hag the sime under consideratign, 
and have directed me to report it back to the Senate 
without amendment. I ask that it may be taken 
up and considered now. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
Whole. 

Mr. KING. What is the gross amount pro- 


|| posed to be appropriated ? 


Mr. DOUGLAS. The total amount is $4,000. | 
It is a House bill, which was referred to our com- | 
mittee, and is now eepertes back to the Senate. 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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carry their produce to market, and to communi. 
cate readily with each other by meana of roais 
These large appropriations to territories, howeve, 
are of recent origin, 1 happeued to live for a sion 
time under a territorial government, and | mus; be 
allowed to say that in that terrviory there hever 
was one cent appropriated by Congress fir the 
making of roads. We made ail our own roads 
| believe that was the case with nearly ail ihe ter. 
ritories so long as they remained ina & rritoria) 
state, and until they came into they Union, aug 
then they received a certain portion of the pubjic 
lands for that purpose. There may, however, bs 


| 4 propriety in anticipating these grants, by giviyy 
| to the territories small appropriations for the mak. 


ing of such roads as are actually necessary. | be. 
lieve that in Minnesota the populations limiieg 
to a small portion of the territory, and these roads, 
which are numerous, must communicate with the 
wilderness country, and not with the settlemenis, 
I may be mistaken in this, but, as I said before, | 
am disposed to be liberal, and therefore I wil} not 


| be critical in finding grounds of objection. | wish, 


however, to call the attenuon of the Senate to the 
fact, that although the revenue ts likely to be 
greater this year than usual, yet the appropriations 
which are being asked for, and made, and jikely to 


| be made, will, | fear, more than absorb our enor. 


mous revenue, and render it necessary that we 
should resort to some other mode of raising a 
revenue. The appropriations which are being 


| asked for, and those which have been made, are 


| greater than have ever been made heretofore; and 





it appears to me that they are likely to go on in. 
creasing by the action of Congress in adding appro- 


| priation after appropriation veyond what is asked 


for by the Government. If Senators are prepared 
to create a debt, after absorbing those means of 
revenue, it is for them todo so. For myseif,[ 
can only say, after the long experience I have had 
in the Government, having been here more than 
thirty years, | never have seen such a disposition 
to reckless extravagance as has characterized the 
Congress of the United States during this and the 
last session. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ithink a word of explana- 


tion will obviate the Senator’s objection. ‘1 jus is 


'a House bill, reported by a committee of the 





| House of Representatives, which gives forty thou- 


sand dollars to the Territory of Minnesota for the 
construction of certain roads. One of these roads 
is from a point on the Mississippi river to a point 
on Lake Superior; there is another connecting tbe 


| present settlements, and another connecting these 


settlements with the military posts and Indian 
agencies. I think a less appropriation would not 
open these roads so as to form a communication 
with these posts. Similar appropriations have 
been usual, and I think this sum is as reasonable 


/a sum as could be made if we keep these posts. 


Mr. MASON. 1 would like to have the chair- 
man of the Committee on ‘lerritories inform us 


| what precedent there is for making aj propria- 


tions of this kind for constructing roads in the 
territories. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I have not looked up any 


_ precedents for this, because I did not anticipate 


any objections of this kind. So far as | recollect, 
small appropriations have been made at ditlerent 
sessions of Congress. I recollect with respect to 
lowa and Wisconsin that such was the case; and 
| have never known them opposed of late years, 


|| or so far as my experience goes. 


Mr. FOOTE. I donot know why we should 
attach very much importance to precedents in this 
matter. All must be aware that it is the duty of 
the Government to take care of these territories, 
and provide such legislation as will give them se- 
curity and protection, and all proper facilies for 
rapid advancement, Good roads are very impor- 


| tant for this purpose, and | think itis not necessary 
_ for us to know what Congress has done for these 


| important purposes. 


Certain it is, that the expla- 
nation of the Senator from Lilinois is, to my mind, 
perfectly satisfactory. | for oneam prepared to vole 
for it, and would be willing to pass a larger one if 
it had received the sanction of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. I have heard no solid reasons ad- 
vanced why this measure should not prevail ; and 
I trust that under all the circumstances of the 
case, all furtner obstructions to the bill will be with- 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, | feel every dispo- | drawn, and that the biil may be allowed to pass. 


sition to be liberal to the new territories, and to 
give them all necessary facilities to enable them to | 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa. This is not an appro- 
priation for the Territory of Minnesota alone, 


* 
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The United States 


nor isit @ donation to her. 


hold the great body of the lands in the Territory, | 


and have Indian agencies and military posts scat- 
tered throughout the Territory. It is necessary 
to have communication to these posts, which will 


rodiate from the Falls of St. Anthony, where the | 


Government has large stores for the supply of 


troops, and for these stations. These supplies | 


have to be transported to the different posts, at a 
heavy expense to the Government. 
score of dollars and cents, in supplying these in- 
terior stations and Indian agencies and posts, this 
will bea matterof economy. I[ have been over 
this country, and I know there is not a worse dis- 
trict of country than that over which it is pro- 
ped to run these roads. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate, and | 


the question was on ordering the bill to a third 
reading. 

Mr. BADGER. 
not be read a third time to-day. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


I therefore object. 
It appears to the 


Chair that the reading of the bill cannot be defeated | 


in its present stage by an objection. It has been 
already engrossed, and is entitled to be read upon 
the decision of a majority of the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. [ move then that the subject 
be postponed ull Monday. 

The question being taken, there were ayes 22, 
noes 16. 


So the further consideration of the bill was post- || 


poned. 4 
WIDUW OF GENERAL M‘NEIL. 


On the motion of Mr. HALE, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 


sideration of Senate bill No. 173, being ‘‘a bill for 
the relief of E. A. McNeil, widow of General 


John McNeil.” 

Mr. KING. Is there no explanation of the 
purposes of the bill to be given by the chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions, or the gentleman 
who called it up? 


Mr. HALE. The bill was reported by the | 


Committee on Pensions, and the committee in- 
structed me, when it was reported, to move for its 
consideration at thattime. I did so; but, as it 
required the unanimous consent of the Senate, and 
as it was objected to, it was not then considered. 
The bill has lain on the table some months, and 
I thought it was time to call it up. 

Mr. KING. Il wish to hear that part of the 
report read which relates to the amount of the 
pension. 

That portion of the report was accordingly read, 
which proposed to give to the widow of General 
MeNeil a pension for five years. 

Mr. KING. I feel that the task of opposing 
bills of this description is a very ungracious one. 


This bill, however, is different from any that we | 


have yetacted upon. We have placed the widow 
of General Worth upon the pension list by special 
act of Congress, he dying in the service. This 
gentleman, however, (General McNeil,) whom | 
knew well, and whom I esteemed most highly, 
was notin the service atthe time hedied. He was 
a civil officer under the Government, and had been 
for many years; and it appears to me that this is 
opening a new door and establishing a new prece- 
dent, and one which heretofore has never been 


acted upon by Congress; and I should like if some | 
gentleman who takes an interest in this case would | 


undertake to show whether there ever has been any 
circumstance, since the formation of the Government 
and the pension system commenced and was carried 
on, similar in. its features to this. The pension 
system began on a very limited scale, and went on 
step by step. It was first confined to those who 
had received wounds in the service; then to revo- 
lutionary officers; then to their widows; and then 
to those who had married officers or soldiers after 
the war; and so, step by step, we have gone on, 
ull ultimately we have granted pensions to those 
who happened to die of disease while in the service. 
And now we are asked to go a step further, and 
give a pension to the widow of one who was not 
in the service at the time he died. I grant you, 
sir, that he wasa distinguished military officer, and 
that few men have been more deserving of the good 
will of their country; yet I cannot see, for my life, 
why we should give a pension to the. widows of 
* persons who ma eve served the ca 

any capacity, civil or military, use, like 
other men, they die in the course of nuture. 


Upon the | 
|| the table. 


[ prefer that the bill should | 





| 
i 
| 
| 
} 
j 





| 


| 
| would look at it but for these feelings. 


ungracious in any Senator to make opposition to 
bills of this kind, because there is a generous feel- 
ing of kindness and sympathy towards the widow 


this sort as they ought to look at it, and as they 
1 have 
nothing more to say, sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I move to lay the bill upon 


The motion was atreed to. 


Pe THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the order of the day, being the bill for the ad- 
mission of California as a State into the Union, to 
establish Territorial Governments for Utah and 
New Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for 
the establishment of her western and northern 
boundaries. 

Mr. BELL resumed the speech which he com- 
menced on Wednesday and continued on Friday, 


hours in conclusion. 
Mr. SMITH next obtained the floor and said: 
| Mr. President, | have some views with regard to 








| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


this subject which I desire to present to the Senate. 
l am, however, very reluctant to occupy the time 


|| of the Senate at this advanced period of fhe dis- 


cussion, and at this late period of the session. I 
| wish to suggest to the honorable chairman of the 
| select committee, who has charge of this bill, that 
| if he can bring the Senate to the determination of 
making a final disposition of the bill on Monday, 
I will forego the privilege of addressing the Senate. 
But if the discussion is to be continued for some 
days to come—as | am very apprehensive it will 
be—I think it is not unreasonable for me to occupy 
a portion of the time of the Senate. I make this 
suggestion, for | do not wish to have the respon- 
sibility of protracting this discussion for any con- 
siderable period of time. I feel, and I have felt 
for a long time, Mr. President, that this question 


that there ought to be a final disposition of this 
bill. 1 have understood that there are a considera- 
| ble number of Senators, some of whom have 
already addressed the Senate several times upon 
this subject, who desire to speak again; and ap- 
prehending that the discussion may be continued in 
spite of any effort made by the honorable Senator, 
and whatever may be my views upon the subject, 


not be considered unreasonable for me to lay my 
views before the Senate. 

Mr. FOOTE. Will the honorable Senator give 
way to a motion to-postpone this subject, with a 
view to go into executive session ? 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator give way fora 
moment? The Senator from Connecticut has made 
an appeal to me to ascertain at what time the de- 
cision of this question shall be made; or, rather, 
he has said that if it can be made on Monday he 
will forego his remarks. 1 wish that | could say 80; 
| but if | were to make a guess, I should say at some 
| time between now and Christmas. [Laughter.] 
| As to fixing any day, it is utterly impossible. 
| There are three or four amendmentg yet to be dis- 
| posed of. I think gentlewen might better let them 
| be disposed of before they went into the argument. 
| Whattime they will take up, I cannot state. I think 
om are some half dozen who wish to speak— 





some not quite certain, some absolutely certain; 


and, taking that in view, I really think we might | 
get the question atsome time by going on; but at | 


what time I really do not know. 


of executive business, and after sone’tim® spent 
therein, 
The Senate adjourned. 
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| The Journal of Saturday was read. 

| Mr. COLE rose and inquired how his name 
was recorded upon the motion made on Saturday 

| by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Concer} 
to lay the appeal of the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Ricnarpson] on the table? 


The SPEAKE _ that the gentleman’s 


name was not record 
Mr. COLE said he had voted in the negative, 
and asked to be so recorded. 


i that forbids gentlemen to look at a question of | 





Mr. President, I know that it must appear very || 


} 
} 
| 
' 
j 
' 
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No objection being made, the Journal was 
amended, and as amended was approved. 
PENNSYLVANIA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. STRONG said he was instructed by the 


Committee on Elections to report the following 
resolution: 


The SPEAKER, It will be read to the House: 


Resolved, ‘That the testimony taken, and the exhibits sab- 
mitted, in the matter of the contested election in the fourth 


| congressional district of Pennsylvania, be printed for the 


use of the Committee on Elections. 


Mr. BURT inquired of the Speaker, whether 


| this resolution was a matter of prior privilege to 
the business in which the House was engaged at 


| 


and spoke to-day for upwards of two and a half | 


ought to be brought to an issue in this body, and | 


| 
| The Senate then proceeded to the consideration | 


the last adjournment? He remembered, when that 
report (on the Galphin case) came in, the Speaker 


| had declared it to be a matter of privilege. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair held it to be a 
privileged question, not a question of privilege. In 
the opinion of the Chair this resolution is in order. 
The question is upon its adoption. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. WALDO, 


Ordered, That leave be granted for withdrawing from the 
files of the House, of the papers relating to the claim of Mrs. 
Catharine Bliven, for the purpose of reference to the Pension 
Ottice. 

POSTAGE. 

Mr. CONGER asked the unanimous consent to 
offer the following resolution: 

Whereas, the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


| Roads have not reported a bill for the reduction of postage 


and proposing other ceforms in the present postage system, 
but have neglected to report the same until the session of 
Congress has so far advanced that there is reason to fear 
there will not be time for the action of this House, ubless 
such bill shall be reported immediately; therefore be it 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


| Post Roads be, and they hereby are, instructed to report to 


this House immediately, a bill to abolish the franking priv- 
ilege, ani for the reduction of postage to the uniform rate, 
when prepaid, of two cents on letters weighing po more 
than one half ounce each, and five cents when not prepaid; 
also providing, that all newspapers within the county of 
their publication, or the distance of thirty miles of the place 
of publication, may be received through the mails, by actual 
subscribers, free of postage. 


Mr. CONGER inquired if it was in order to 
move a suspension of the rules to enable him to 
offer the resolution? 

The SPEAKER replied, that it was not in order, 


| the House having now before them the special 
| order of the day. 


not having addressed the Senate, | hope it will || 


| 
) 


THE GALPHIN CASE. - 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, called for the special 
order. 

TheSPEAKER. The special order is the con- 
sideration of the report of the select committee on 
the Galphin case. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. Would 
it not be in order to move to postpone the special 
order for one hour, to clear the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. it would not be in order, for 
the reason, that the Elouse are now acting under 
the previous question, which cuts off all motions 
to postpone. 


SLAVERY-—-AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. DANIEL asked the unanimous consemt to 
offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The special order has been 
called for. The gentleman from North Carolina 
cannot offer his resolution except by We unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
unanimous consent. 
information: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, (two thitds 
of both Houses concurring,) That the following amendment 
of the Constitution of the United States be proposed to the 
Legislatures of the several States, which, whew ratified by 
tbree fourths thereof, shail be a part of the said Constitution : 

That the fifth article of the said Constitution be amended 
by adding to the same, at the end thereof, the words, “dnd 
provided also, that no amendment shail be made, the object 
or tendency of which is to abolish, or in any way affect, the 
institution of slavery io any Stute, without the coucurrence 
of ali the States in which such institution may exist.” 


Mr. PRESTON KING objected. 
So the resolution was not received. 


RESOLUTION DAY. 

Mr. PRESTON KING rose to a question of 
order. He called the attention of the Chair to the 
Q6th rule, and asked that it be read. He insisted 
that the regular business was the call of the States 
for resoluuons. 

The rule was read: 


I am aware of that. I ask the 
The resolution was read for 
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All Uve States shall be called for resolutions on each | 


alternate Monday during each session of Congress; and, if 
necessary to secure this object on said days, all resolutions 
wisiels shall give rise to debate, «hall lie over for discussion, 
under the rules of the House already established; and the 
whole of said days shall he appropriated to resolutions, un- 
til all the States and Territories are called through.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
it would be in order to call the States for resolu- 
tions, if there were not a special order pending on 
other business, which would take precedence of 
the regular order under therule. The Chair would 
state to the gentleman from New York and to the 
House, that the rales prescribe a regular mode for 
the transaction of business, not only Monday, but 
every day, and the rules are equally peremptory 
with reference to the order of business for the other 
days of the week; but a special order gives prece- 
dence over the order established by the rules of the 
Heuse. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. The point I make is, 
that this is a direct peremptory rule of the House, 
which must be enforced, unless it is suspended; 
that the special order does not suspend the rule, 
but gives precedence to that order over other busi- 


ress of the same character, on those days when | 


that bysiness is in order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘lhe error into which the 
gentieman from New York has fallen, is, that the 
special order is not a suspension of the rule. 


Mr. PRESTON KING, (interposing.) I say || 


| its payment was not ‘ in conformity with law” or “ prece- || Yas 99, nays 91; as follow: 
|| dent.”? YEAsS—Messrs. Alvertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 


it is not, unless the rule is suspended, to receive 
the special order. 

The SPEAKER. This rule was suspended, 
together with all the rules in reference to the order 


of business, before the special order could be made; | 


and when a special order is thus made under a 
suspension of the rules, it takes precedence over 
bugimess provided for by the rule. 

Mr. KING inquired whether any suspension 
of the rui¢és had been made to make the special 
order ?—affirming that there had been no suspen- 
sion. He inquired whether it was not in order to 
move a special order without a suspension of the 
ruler? 

The SPEAKER. Clearly not. 

Mr. KING. 1 appeal from the decision. 


Mr. JONES moved to lay the appeal on the | 


table. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 
York raises the point of order, that by the twenty- | 


sixth rule it is provided that upon each alternate | 


Moiiday the States shall be called for resolutions; 
and that under this rule it is the duty of the Chair 
to-day to call the States for resolutions. The 
Chair decides that this rule, like the other rules 
providing for the regular order of business, is sus- 
pended by the operation of the special order, which 
special order is made under a suspension of the 
rules of the House; that a special aie, thus made, 
takes precedence of the order of business provided 
by the rules of the House, (this rule among oth- 
ers.) From this decision the gentleman from New 
York appeals: and the question being ‘ Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the House?’’ the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jougzs] moves to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. KAUFMAN witbea to propound a ques- 
tion to the Chair: Whether, in addition to the 
special order, there was not a motion of reconsid- 
eration pending—being on the last vote taken Sat- 
urday, and whether that motion, being of a privi- 
leged nature, would not take precedence of the 
regular business prescribed by the rule? 

The SPEAKER replied that that was a privi- 
leged question, but it partook of the character of 
the other business, and was dependent upon it. 

Mr. TUCK inquired whether there had been 
any practice of the House, in accordance with the 
decision of the Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the prac- 
tive has been invariable. 

Mr. TUCK. In this Congress, or in the last 
Congress ? ' 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, during 
the present Congress, The Chair(he added,) has 
ruled upon Sana bill day that a special order 
takes precedence; though the rule is peremptory 
which sets apart certain days for the consideration 
of private bills: and on Monday he has ruled that 
a special order takes precedence of the business 
provided by the rule, 

The question was taken and decided in the af- 
firmative, without a count. 

So the appeal was laid on the table. 


| 


| 


| for preventing the evil. 


| be entertained by general consent. 





| of another of those departments, but the House considers that 
| such connection and interest of a member of the Cabinet 


| claim, and it was therefore paid “in conformity with law” | 


| to the amendment—both of which had been voted 
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Mr. MILLSON inquired of the Chair, j 
this resolution were reconsidered, and a cuhergeen 
motion were made to lay om the table that por 
tion of the amendment which should have b.., 
reconsidered, if the motion to lay on the table 


THE HEALTH OF THE CITY. 

Mr. VENABLE asked the unanimous consent 
to offer a resolution, which he said had relation 
to the health of the city. 

The resolution was read for information as fol- 


} 
lowe: | would carry the whole subject with it? 
Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum- The SPEAKER. It would carry the whole 
bia be instructed to inquire whether the present condition subject to the table. If the motion to reconsider 


of the eanal in this city does not endanger the health of the 


prevailed, the question would immediately reoy 
city; and if so, to ascertain and recommend the best means | r 


|| upon agtecing to tak eee of the amendment, 
. a: |; and the House wou e in precisely th 
The SPEAKER said thesresolution could only I! position in reference to the ae y mau, 
= ike 0d ‘| was when the vote ‘was originaily taken. 
Mr. JONES objected. | Mr. MILLSON asked whether, if the vote Upon 
THE GALPHIN CASE, || that portion of the amendment should be reconsi. 
ered, a motion could not be made to postpone ip. 


The SPEAKER again announced the special | 
order of the day—the report of the select commit- || definitely that portion of the amendment withoy; 


$$$ LS 





(The pending questions had arisen in the follow- 
ing manner: 
Mr. Buar had reported from the select com- | 


The SPEAKER replied, that the Motion to 
postpone indefinitely would not be in order in ref. 
erence to any part, and it would now be out of 


| tee on the Galphin case. | posiponing the whole subject ? 
} 


| mittee the following resolutions: | order in reference to the whole subject, as the pre- 


Ist. Resolved, That the claim of the representatives of || vious question cut off all motions to postpone, 
cane Gelphin was nota just demand against the United || The question, he added, was wpor the motion io 
tates. 
Bd: Mies tvad \Nbus Cho wns Gl-Cenarees 1ibish ts Web Maio | lay on the table the motion to reconsider the vote 
of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to pay the principal of aaid || bY which the first branch of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi had been agreed 
to. 
The question was then taken and resulted— 





and * precedent.’ | 
3d. Resolved, That the act aforesaid did not authorize the 
Secretafy of the Treasury to pay interest on said claim, and | 


| Bissell, Booth, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Williau J. 
| ‘Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, G. A. Cal. well, Cariter, Cleve. 
land, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, 
Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Featherston, Fite, Gerry, 
down on Saturday. Silom, Corman. Heth Pesotnens Famment, Haralson, 
: ; || Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Barris, ‘Thomas L, 

Mr. Scumuck had ic 9 moved, as a Substi- Harris, Hibbard, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph 
tute for Mr. Burt’s resolutions, the following: W. Jackson, Andrew Jolinson, Robert W. Johuson, Joues, 
Resolved. That there is no evidence submitted by the com- || Julian, Kaufman, Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Litte- 
mittee to whom was referred the letter of George W. Craw- || field, Job Mann, MeClernand, McDowell, McLanuhan, 
ford, asking “an investigation” into his conduet in refer- || McQueen, Mc Willie, Meade, Miller, Millson, Morris, 
ence to the claim of the representatives of George Galphin, || Morse, Morton, Olds, Orr, Owen, Parker, Peasiee, Peek, 
which impugns his personal or official conduct in relation to || Phelps, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, Say- 
the settlement of the claim by the proper officers of the Gov- || age, Sawtelle, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H, 
ernment. Stanton, A. H. Stephens, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Jacob 
Provided, however, That this House is not to be understood || Thompson, James Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Walden, 


To these resolutions, Mr. Toomss had moved 
an amendment, and Mr. Scuenck an amendment 


| as approving his relation to that claim, in continuing to be || Waldo, Wallace, Weliborn, Wentworth, Wildrick, Wil- 
| interested in the prosecution of it when it was to be ex- 


mot, Wood, Woodward, and Young—{9. 
amined, adjusted, and paid by one of the departments of the NAYS— Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Baker, Ben- 
Government, he himself being at the same time at the head || nett, Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Chester But- 
ler, Thomas B. Buuier, E. C. Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, 
Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, 
with a claim pending and prosecuted before another depart- || Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, 
ment, would be dangerous as a precedent, and ought not to || Doty, Duer, Duncan, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freediey, 
be sanctioned. | Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grinnel!, Halloway, Hamp- 
And Mr. THompson, of Mississippi, had moved ton, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, aeons Hunter, 


. . William T, Jacksun, James L. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. 
to amend the substitute by adding at the end || King, George G. King, James@, King, Joho A. King, Horace 


| thereof as follows: | Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, McKissock, Moore, 


| proves of, and dissents from, the opinion given by the At- 
| torney Gene al in favor of an allowance of interest on said 


| 
| 


| 


| 
| 
( 


! 
i 
| 
1 


| 
| 
| 


| *his (the said Crawford) being at the head of the War De- 


| * suspended.’ 


| claim, and from the action of the Secretary of the Treasury 


| draw the motion, having made up his mind to vote 
| against it (a laugh) if it were pressed toa vote. || 


| might vote understandingly. Potter, Powe 





|| Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Outlaw, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, 
| Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schooicraft, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, ‘Thaddeus Stevens, Thurman, 
Tack, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, White, Williams, and 
Winthrop—91. % : 
So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
|| table. : 5 
[Mr. Anperson having paired off, was excused 
from voting. | 
The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
|| second branch of the amendment of Mr. ‘Tuomr 
| son, of Mississippi. 
| 


* And consequently that the House also totally dissents 
from the correctness of the opinion expressed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the Secretary of War, ‘that 


‘partment, and the agent of the claimants, did not take 
‘from him any rights he may have had as such agent, or 
* would have justified him in having the examination and 
‘ decision of the claims by the Secretary of the Treasury 


“ Resolved, further, That this House decidedly disap- || 
j 
in payment of the same.’’] 

The SPEAKER said, the last vote taken on 
Saturday last was on agreeing to the first branch 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Tompson] to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Scuenck.] The House concurred in the first 
branch; a motion was made to reconsider the vote 
by which that branch of the amendment had been 
agreed to ; and a motion was made to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on the table, and on that ques- 


oe a and oe hie earetrn, ween, the || The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
ne ion to ay on the table, the gentieman from |; firmative—yeas 119, nays 66; as follow: 

110 @Mr, Scuenck) asked to be excused from | YEAS—Mésers. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Asbe, Aver- 
voting, and on that motion the yeas and nays had || ett, Bay, Bissell , Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Briggs, 
been ordered. The question is, first on the mo- || Brooks, Aibert G. Brown, William J. Browa, Buel, Burt, 


ix : Joseph Cable, G. A. Cal@well, Cartter, Cleveland, W. B- 
tion to excuse the gentleman from Ohio from Ww. Gab, Colesck Cole Conger, Corwin, Daniel, Dickey, 
voting. .., || Dimmiek, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, 

Mr. SCHENCK rose and said he would with- || Bwing, Featherston, Fiteh, Fowler, Gerry, Giddings, Gi'- 
more, Goriaan, Gott » Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, 
| Haralson, Harlan, jon G. Harris, 5. W. tharris, T. Le 
; | Harris, Hebbard,’ Hibbard, Holladay, Holines, Hubbard, 
The SPEAKER requested gendemen to pre- || Hunter, J. W. Jackson, Audrew Johnson, Jones, Julian, 
serve order, and stated that the complicate nature | Kaufivan, Preston King, Lasare, Leffler, Lituefield, Job 


. . ¥ Mc- 
of these questions rendered it necessary that order || Mann, Mason, McUiemand, McLavahan, McQueen, Ue 
should be. restored in the Hall, that members iN Meat yea ae ta peamay ioc ; Pheips, 


Mr. MORSE tion of order, and |} Sarees; Seertehe, Seddon, ‘Sil Stanton it 

, r. rose to a question o er, an vage, Me, Heaa iy, He Fe Tea 

inquired if a gentleman could withdraw a motion Scone a ie ie Stetson, ms, Strong § Riko Venable 

after the yeas and nays were ordered ? alt, Wei, Wace, We, Went, Wulr, 
The SPEAKER. Unquestionably. Wilmot, Wood, and Young—L9. 


The SPEAKER said the amendment would be 
reported so soon asorder had been restored in the 
Hall. 

After a pause— 

The second branch of the amendment was read, 
as follows: 
| “Resolved, further, That this House decidedly disap- 
proves of, and dissents from, the opinion given by the At- 
torney General in favor of an allowance of interest on sad 
claim, and from the action of the Secretary of the Treasury 
| in payment of the same elaim in this”— 
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AY . Alston, Andrews, Baker, Bennett, Bo- 
NATE Cnester Butler, E. C. Cabet!, J. P. Caldwell, 
~ p Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Clineman, 
- hh. Deberry, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Nathan Evans, 

sedlev. Gentry, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, Hay- 
" 4. Billiard, Houston, Howe, W. T. Jackson, Kerr, 
mont, p. King, George G. King, James G. King, John A. 
Pant Horace Mann, Marstiall, Matteson, McGanghey, 
Kirt. cock, Moore, Nelson, Ogie, Outlaw, Pitman, Put- 
x Reed, Reynolds, Risiey, Rockwell, Rumsey, Schenck, 
maneeuverhorn, Schooleraft, Shepperd, Spaulding. Stanty, 
. stevens, Thunnaa, Underhill, Vinton, White, Williams, 


and Winthrop—63. 

(Mr. CONRAD, who was edge absent 
from his seat when his "name was called, asked 
eave to record his vote. 

Objection was made. } 

So the second; branch of the amendment to the 
amendment was agreed to. ; 

And the question being on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute as ammended— mh 

Mr. RICHARDSON called for a division of the 

gtion. 

1, PEATHERSTON asked for the reading 
of the substitute as amended. 

The SPEAKER said the amendment as amended 
would be reported to the House as soon as order 
qagrestored. The amendment was of some length, 
and the Chair would request gentlemen to preserve 
order during its reading. : 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The amend- 
ment as amended, I understand, is now offered as 
a substitute for the original resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. he amendment is to strike 
out all after the word ‘* Resolved ”’ in the resolu- 
ions reported by the committee, and to insert in 
liew thereof the following:’: | 

(The Clerk read the substitute of Mr. Scuencx, 
asamended by the addition of the amendment of 
Mr. Txomeson, of Mississippi. See above.] 

Mr. HARRIS, of Llinois, called for the reading 
of the resolutions proposed to be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. They will be read. 

The resolutions reported by Mr. Burt were 
read. (See above.) : : 

The question being upon agreeing to the substi- 
tuteas amended, 

Mr. RICHARDSON called for a division of the 
question, 80 as to vote first upon that part which 
preceded the words, ‘‘ provided, however.” He 
said he understood the Chair to have decided that 
the question ‘was divisible. : 

The SPEAKER said that the motion was to 
strike out and insert: the gentleman from Illinois 
asked for a division of the question, holding that 
they were two separate and distinct propositions. 
Two decisions had been made by the House upon 
appeal from the decision of the Chair: Upon a 
motion made to strike out and insert, a division 
was called for: the Chair had ruled that the ques- 
tion was divisible: an appeal was taken from the 
decision, and the House had overruled the decision 
of the Chair—as the Chair at this time thought, 
very correctly; he concurred fully in the decision 
of the House, overruling hisown opinion. Sub- 
sequently a motion had been made to amend, (not 
to strike out and insert,) and upon that amend- 
ment a division was asked: the Chair decided that 
the question in this case was divixible—it being a 
simple motion to amend; an appeal was taken, and 
the decision of the Chair was sustained. The 
House, therefore, had decided that when a motion 
was made to strike out and insert, a division of 
the question was not in order; the Chair,decided 
accordingly, and ruled that it was not in order to 
divide this question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON appealed from the de- 
cision. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, moved to lay 
the appeal on the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, asked for the 
reading of the 53d rule. 

It was read, as follows: 

“Any member may call for the division of a question 
Which shall be divided if it comprehend propositions in 
substance so distinct that, one being taken away, a substan- 


ive proposition shall remain for the decision of the House. 


— to strike out and insert shall be deemed indivis- 


Mr. BAYLY said he would move to lay the 


appeal on the table. 
r. RICHARDSON withdrew the appeal. 
Mr. BAKER renewed it. ; 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, renewed the mo- 
tolay the appeal on the table. 
inquired if the appeal was not de- 


¢ 
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The SPEAKER replied it was not,as the House 
was acting under the operation of the previous 


question. 

Mr. BAKER withdrew the appeal. 

The question recurring upon the adoption of the 
substitute as amended, 

Mr. DUER asked, in case this amendment or 
substitute were now rejected, whether the vote 
would then recur upon the resolutions reported by 
the majority, or upon some other substitute? 

The SPEAKER replied, that the only questions 
now before the House were upon the amendment 


just reported, and the original resolutions reported 


by the committee. Ifthe House affirmed the amend- 
ment now pending, which was to strike out and in- 
sert, the question would recur upon agreeing to 
the resolution as amended; if the House refused to 
strike out and insert the amendment now pend- 


ing, the question would recur upon agreeing to |! 
the original resolutions as reported by the com- || 


mittee. 

Mr. BAKER inquired whether, under the rule 
just read by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Srepuens,| the Chair held that the limitation 
against a division of the question applied only to 
the motion to strike out and insert? or did he hold 
that it applied also to the subject-matter proposed 
to be inserted ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that it 
covers both grounds, and has so decided and been 
sustained by the House upon an appeal. 

Mr. OLDS inquired, in case the House now 
decided to strike out the original resolutions and 
insert the amendment as amended if—the question 
then being on the final adoption of the amend- 
ment as amended—it would be in order to call for 
a division of the question so as to vote first upon 
all that part which preceded the words “ provi- 
ded, however.’’ 

The SPEAKER replied that, certain matter 
having been inserted, it would not be in order to 


divide the ee so as to strike that out; if, |) 
t 


independently of the amendment which had been 
voted in, there was matter which contained two 
distinct, substantive propositions, it would be in 
order to divide the question so as to vote upon 
them separately. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. If the substitute be 
adopted by the House, will any further amend- 
ment be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

The question being on agreeing to the substitute, 
as amended, 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, called the yeas | 


and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken and resulted—yeas 
39, nays 163; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayly, Bocock, A. G. Brown, William 
J. Brown, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Dunham, Gilmore, 
Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, Sampson W. 


Harris, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, R. W. Johnson, Kanuf- | 


man, Leffler, Littlefield, MeClernand, McMullen, Orr, 


| Owen, Parker, Peck, Phelps, Potter, Ross, Sawtelle, F. P. 


Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Strong, Jacob Thompson, 


Toombs, Venable, Waldo, Weliborn, and Wentworth—39. | 


NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Alston, An- 
drews, Ashe, Averett, Baker, Bay, Bennett, Bissell, Bokee, 
Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Buel, 
Burrows, Burt, C. Butler, Thomas B. Butler, BE. C. Cabell, 
Joseph Cable, G. A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, 

YJampbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Cleveland, Col- 


| cock, Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, De- 


| 


berry, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Dun- 
can, Durkee, Ecmundson, N. Evans, Ewing, Featherston, 
Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gorman, 
Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, [sham G. Har- 
ris, T. L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, 
Hitliard, Holladay, Holmes, Houston, Howard, Howe, Hub- 
hard, Hunter, W.T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. 
Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kerr, D. P. King, George G. King, 
James G. King, J. A. King, Preston King, La Sére, Horace 
Mann, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, Matteson, McDonald, 
McDowell, McGaughey, McKissock, Melanaha 


Queen, Meacham, Meade, Miller, Millson, Moore, Morris, 


Morse, Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Outlaw, Peas- | 
lee, Pitman, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, | 
t, 


Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, Roo Rose, Rumeey, Sackett, 
Savage, Sehenck, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Seddon, 
Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Staniy, Richard 


H. Stanton, Thoddeus Stevens, Stetson, Sweetser, Jnmes || 
Thompson, ‘Thurman, corre Van Dyke, Vinton, 


Walden, Wallace, White, Wildrick, Williams, Wilmot, 
Winthrop, Wood, Woodward, and Young—163. 

So the substitute of Mr. Scaence, as amended 
by the amendment of Mr. Tuompson, of Missis- 
sippi, was iene 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. I now move to recan- 
sider the vote by which the main question was 
ordered to be taken. My object in making this 
motion ‘s, to offer an amendment to the resolutions 
reported by the committee. 
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I ask that the amend- 








Mr. McCLERNAND. 





ment may be read. 
Mr. HIBBARD. If the gentleman will allow 
me—— 


The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from 
| Missiesippi (Mr. Fearnersron) vote in the uf- 
| firmative on the question of ordering the main 
| question —Or, perhaps, there was no division. 
|  TheSPEAKER (atter a moment’s pause) added, 
| the Speaker is informed that there was no divis- 
ion. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.!eattt- 
ERSTON] moves a reconsideration of the vote by 
whieh the main question was ordered. 
Mr. HIBBARD rose, he said, to a question of 
order. He desired to be informed by the Speaker 
whether, if the House should now reconsider the 
| vote, it would be in order to move to afmend the 
resolutions reported by the committee ? 
The SPEAKER. In reply to the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hipspanp,} the 
| Speaker will state, that if the main question should 
| be reconsidered, the question will then at once 
recur, upon seconding the demand for the previous 
question. If the House should refuse to second 
the demand for the previous question, the report 
of the committee will then be open to amendment, 
| as all the pending amendments have been dis- 
| posed of. 
| Mr. BAKER rose to a question of order. He 
| raised the question, whether a motion to reconsider 
| the vote ordering the main question was in order, 
after the House had voted on a portion of the 

| main question ? 

| The SPEAKER replied. In the opinion of the 
Chair, a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the main question has been ordered, can be en- 

|| tertained after the House has voted, under the 
operation of the previous question, upon a por- 
tion of the main question—if the motion to recon- 
sider shall be made within the time prescribed by 
the rules. 

| Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move that 

| the whole subject be laid upon the table. 

| Mr. RUMSEY rose, he said, to a point of or- 

|| der—but 





Me- | 


The SPEAKER gave the floor to 
Mr. WINTHROP, (who rose simultaneously 
| with Mr. Romsey,) and said, that he appealed 
| from the decision of the Chair just made in an- 
swer to the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from lilincis, [Mr. Baxer.] He (Mr. W.) re- 
marked that he had himself suggested the same 
question of order the other day. All remarks, he 
knew, were now out of order; but he would be 
glad to hear from the Chair whether there was 
|| any precedent upon which the decision was 
|| founded. 
|| The SPEAKER, (interposing.) The appeal is 
not debatable, The Chair understands the gentle- 
|| man from Massachusetts [Mr. Wovrnrer] as ask- 
ing the unanimous consent of the House to make 
|| some remarks. 
Mr WINTHROP said, the Chair was under a 
|| misapprehension. He (Mr. W.) did not desire 
to submit any remarks to the House. He hail 
simply appealed from the decision of the Chair 
upon the ground, (which he had a right te state,) 
|| that the previous question (which covered the 


amendments as well as the original question) hav- 

ing been in part executed, it was now too late to 
| make a motion to reconsider; and he had asked 
| that, before the question was put, the Chair, in 

the exercise of its prerogative, should state wheth- 

er there was any precedent or principle upon which 
|| the decision was founded. 
| Mr. JONES, (to the Speaker.) Was not a mo- 
|| tion made to reconsider the resolution offered by 
| the gentleman from Micsissippi (Mr. Thompson] 
| after the previous question had in part been exe- 
|| euted, and when a portion of the previous ques- 
tion remained, as it does now, to be executed ? 

The SPEAKER said, such a motion had been 
made and acted epon. ' 

Mr. JONES suggested that the two cases were 
|| precisely similar, 
| Mr. McCLERNAND desired to ask a question. 
|, It was—whether the gentleman from Massactu- 
|setts [Mr. Wirrnror] had not decided, as 
| Speaker of the House, at the close of the list 
| session, that the previous question was exhausted 
} on an amendment, and did not reach the muin 
question? 

Calls to order. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on 
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the 

the Chair. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 

be laid on the table. 








Mr. RUMSEY said, that the question of order 
which he had risen to suggest (at the time the | 
floor was awarded to the gentleman from Massa- || 


| 


| 
i 
i 


I move that the appeal } 





man from New York. He has been engaged in 
an examination of the Journal and of the congres- 
sional debates in reference to it, and has not yet 
been able to find it. He cannot, therefore, state 


| that such a decision has been made. 


chusetts, Mr. Winrunor) had reference to the | 


same point uv 
taken. He ( 


n which the appeal had been | 
r. R.) would state it—that the pre- | 


vious question having been ordered, and all these | 


votes having been taken, it was not in order to 
move to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question had been ordered, without first moving a 


reconsideration of these various votes. 


The SPEAKER. 


the previous question. 


Mr. STEP 


ENS, of Georgia, asked the yeas 


|| concerned. 
That is a different question, | 
and does not connect itself with the operation of 


and nays on the appeal, (which were subsequently | 


ordered, ) 


The SPEAKER stated the question. 


A mo- 
tion has been made by the gentleman from Missis- 


sippi, [Mr. Fearnerston,] to reconsider the || 


vote b 
ordered. 


which the previous question had been | 
The point of order +: raised ihat the 


} 


vole upon the previous question cannot be recon- 
sidered after the previous question has been partly || 
executed by the House, by voting upon those | 


several questions which have come within its 
The Chair overrules the point of } 
order, and entertains the motion to reconsider, 


operation. 


From that decision an appeal has been taken. 


A request has also been made that the Chair 
would indicate any precedent, if there was any, 
The | 
Chair had not had an opportunity of examining 
whether there were any precedents for, or against, 
The Chair makes the decision, 
however, upon this principle, that the motion is 
made within the time prescribed by the rule, and 
that the House, if it bas not previously recon- 
sidered the vote ordering the main question, bas 
the right at any time, within the prescribed period, 


upon which the decision had been founded. 


the decision. 


to do so. 


Mr. WINTHROP. Suppose the resobution itself 
Would a motion to reconsider 
the vote ordering the main question have been in 


had been passed: 


order? 


The SPEAKER. If the operation of the pre- | 
vious question had been exhausted, the motion | 


would not have been in order, because it would 


have been unnecessary. 


Mr. WINTHROP, Then the question of time 


has nothing to do with it? 
Mr. CARTTER interposed, 


whether debate was in order? 


and 


The SPEAKER (replying to Mr. Winrurop) 
remarked, that the question of time had something 
to do with it—otherwise, it would be in order to 


inquired 


make the motion on any other day than that on | 


which the vote had been taken, or on the succeed- 


ing day. 


A motion is made, (continued the Speaker,) 


that the appeal be laid upon the table, and on that | 


motion the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida, desired to be in- 


formed by the Speaker, whether, if the vote order- | 
ing the previous question should be reconsidered, 
the chairman of the select committee would not be 


entitled to speak an hour a 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 


and make another, [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER answered in the negative. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
negative—yeas 98, nays 101. 

So the House refused to lay the appeal on the 
table. 


The question recurring, ‘‘ Shall the decision of 


the Chair stand as the judgment of the House ?’’— | 


Mr. KAUFMAN asked the yeas and nays; 


which were ordered. 

Mr, PRESTON KING. I rise to inquire wheth- 
er this question has not been decided or acted upon 
by the House at this session ?/—whether upon the 
deficiency bill, after an amendment had been re- 
jected by the House,and the previous question 
seconded, and the main question ordered, it was 
not reconsidered, and a substitute adopted ? 


| 
: 
| 


' 


i 


recollection of the case referred to by the gentle- |, 


, de | having been taken from the decison of the 
The SPEAKER, The Chair has an indistinct || 


Mr. BRECK inquired whether, if the motion 
to reconsider prevailed, it would place the House 
back in the sfatu quo in which they were at the 
time the previous question was seconded, and 
whether the vote which had been taken would go 
for naught ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the reconsideration would not carry the House 
back so far as the amendments disposed of are 
They are disposed of. The Chair 
has stated that, in his opinion, the effect would be 
to bring the House back to act upon the resolu- 
tions, being the only remaining subjecis before the 
House. 

Mr. HOLMES said, inasmvch as they were 
upon a judicial question, and the decision of the 
Chair, whether right or wrong, must affect the 

uestion, and the Chair wished to look for prece- 
Tien, he would move that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
rejected. 

The question recurring on the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair— 

The roll was called, and having been concluded, 
before the vote was announced— 

The SPEAKER said: With the consent of the 
House the Chair—having been inquired of whether 
there is any precedent—would refer to a pre- 
cedent which has now been found, The question 
involves a principle. The Chair, however, will 
not trespass upon the time of the House at this 
time except by unanimous consent, 

No objection being made— 

The SPEAKER said: During the present Con- 


| gress, upon the bill limiting the expenses of the 


collection of the customs during the fiscal year, 


&c., it will be recollected by the House, and it is | 


so stated upon the Journal, that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union reported a 
joint resolution to the House, with an amend- 
ment; the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayzy} 
moved an amendment to that amendment and de- 


| manded the previous question; the previous ques- 


tion was seconded and the main question was or- 
dered to be now put. The House proceeded to 


' 
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of Mr. Wintruropr from the decision of | 


| Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, 


July 8, 


out of his seat when his name was called 
and asked the unanimous consent of the lg 
record his vote, - 
Mr. ROOT objected. 
So the vote of Mr. Gippines was n 
The result of the vote was then 
yeas 94, nays 102: as follow: 
YEAS—Measrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay 
Booth, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Witham J 
Buel, Joseph Cable, G. A. Caldwell, Cartier, © 
W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, Dimmick, Dis; 


Ot received, 
announced 


+ Bay 
. Brows? 
levelang 
ham, Duikee, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston. 1 Des. 
Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Hall, Hamiton, Hammond ia 
jan, Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, 4, i 4 
Howard, Hubbard, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Jotn : 
Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufinan, James ¢ 
King, Preston King, La Sére, Lefiter, Littlefield, Job May, 
Mason, MeClernaud, McDowell, McLanahan, MeMuii” 
MeQueen, McWillie, Meade, Miller, Milison, My, 8 
Morse, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Pow 
Powell, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Bawen:’ 


Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strone’ 


Venable 
Wentworth, we 


’ 
Wes, 


Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, 
drick, Wilmot, Wood, and Young—94. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Baker Ben 
nett, Bocock, Bokee, B.eek, Briggs, Brooks, A. G. Brows, 
Burrows, Burt, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butier, pg. c 


| Cabell, J. P. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chaudier, Chark 
| Clingman, Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, i.’ 


| 


vote, first upon the amendment of the gentleman || 


from Virginia, and afterwards upon the amend- | 


ment reported by the Committee of the Whole on | 


the state of the Union; both of these amendments 


the Chair believes were rejected; that point is | 


immaterial, however. But after the two amend- 
ments were voted upon, the gentleman from New 


Jersey [Mr. Kine] moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the main question had been ordered to 
be put, under the operation of which the House 
had voted upon the amendment of the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia to 
the amendment. 
tion: the question was propounded to the Chair 
whether, if the motion were entertained and the 
vote were reconaidered, it would be in order to 


The Chair entertained that mo- | 


offer an amendment to the vriginal resolutions. | 


| The Chair replied affirmatively. 
The main question, upon the motion of the gen- | 
tleman from New Jersey, was reconsidered; the | 


vair thi | question recurred on the second of the previous | 
Mr. CABELL suggested (inquiringly) whether | 


the gentleman could not, under these circum- 
siances, take back the speech he had already made 


question, when it was withdrawn by the gentle- 


| man from Virginia; the gentleman from New Jersey 
then offered an ameiudment to the original resolu- | 
| tion, which was entertained, and the previon ques- 


tion was moved, and under the operation of it, the 
original resolution was amended, 

lt was a case precisely paraliel to that now pre- 
sented to the House. No point was made; it was 
acquiesced in, and no appeal was taken from the 
decision of the Chair. The Chair desires to state 
this fact, to show at least that this is the opinion 
he has entertained upon the subject during this 
session of Congress, and that it has been acted 


‘upon by the House—the decision of the Chair 


having been acquiesced in. . 

Mr. VAN DYKE, (to the Speaker.) There was 
no question of order raised, I believe? 

The SPEAKER. There was not. The opin- 
ion was ecquiesced in by the House, no appeal 
hair. 
Previous to the annunciation of the result— 
Mr. GIDDINGS (who had been momentarily 








berry, Dickey, Dixon, Doty, Duer, Dunean, Nathan Kvang 
Fowler, Freedley, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hayy! 
ton, Haralson, Sampson W. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Heb, 
ard, Henrv, Hilliard, Honston, Howe, Hunter, Inge, W.T 
Jackson, James L. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, Geo, 
G. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Marshatl, Matteson. 
McGaughey, McKissock, Meacham, Moore, Morehead’ 
Morion, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Outlaw, Owen, Pitan’ 
Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose’ 
Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Sehvolerag 
Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Staniy, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Thurman 
Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dy ke, Vinton, White, Wi: 
liams, and Winthrop—102. 


So the decision of the Chair was overruled by 
the House. 

And the motior to reconsider the vote by which 
the main question had been ordered, was declared 
to be out of order. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
resolutions reported from the select committee. 

Mr. JONES inquired of the Speaker whether it 
would be in order to move an amendment? 

The SPEAKER rephied, not. 

Mr. JONES said, he thought if the Speaker 
would refer to the proceedings on the last night of 
the last session, on an amendment of the Senate to 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, the 
Speaker would perceive that the House then sus- 
tained the proposition to amend the amendment of 
the Senate, under the operation of the previous 
question, where an amendment was proposed to 


/a proposition which had been voted down. 


The SPEAKER. Clearly, no amendment is 
in order now. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to refer toa 
precedent, which | think applies to the present 
case, and upon the statement of which | may ap- 
peal or not as the case may be. Upon the third 
of March, 1849, when the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill was pending before the House, 
containing, amongst other things, a proposition 
which was known as Walker’s amendment—— 

Mr. WINTHROP rose and suggested, that if 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McCrernayp) 
was going to argue the decision of the Chair, he 
(Mr. W.) should, as a matter of right, claim to be 
heard in reply. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the 
right to argue the question. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Nor do I desire to do 
so. I am merely stating facts upon which | 
shall appeal, or not, from the decision of the 
Chair. And [ am limiting myself to the state- 
ment of these facts. I say, that when that bill 
was depending 

Cries to order. 

The SPEAKER interposed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND continuing. An amend- 
ment was offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tueky (Mr. Moreneap] to the Walker amend- 
ment, upon which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Wuinrnrop] decided that, after the 
vote upon the amendment, the previous question, 
although ordered, became exhausted, and did not 
reach the Senate’s amendment. 

During this statement Mr. McCrernanp was 





called to order from different parts of the House, 


and b 

The SPEAKER, who said that the gentleman 
could do no more than state bis point of order. 
Reference to precedents was in the nature of an 
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ument to sustain the point of order, and could 
~ he allowed by unanimous consent. It was 
sain order at this time to go further than merely || 
i state the point of order, 4 i 
1 sat MicCLERNAND. | The Chair, I presume, || 
will allow me to give my motion whatever charac- | 
er 1 choose to give It. I rise to make a statement 
ypon which | intend to exercise my discretion as to 
whether I shall appeal or not. 
Mr. CARTTER called to order. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from Illinois || 
Mr. McCLERnanD) must recognize the correct- | 
ness of the decision which limits him to a simple | 
siatement of the point of order. It is pot in 
order to refer to p dents, which, as the Chair | 
has stated, would cltarly be in the nature of an 


} 

} } 

argument. | 
| 





' 
1} 


t 
Mr. McCLERNAND. Ido not wish to make 
anargument. I want to state the facts which con- 
giitute the point of order. ; 3 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can make no dis- | 
tinction between a statement of facts, and a refer- || 
ence to precedents upon which a point of order is | 


| 
based. | 
Mr. McCLERNAND. I want to show that—— | 
Loud cries to order. 
Mr. McCLERNAND continuing. According 
to precedent, it is Competent for the gentleman | 
fom Mississippi [Mr. Featuerston]—— 
Renewed calls to order. 
TheSPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state his | 
oint of order. 1 
Mr.McCLERNAND. I want to cite the au- | 
thority of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Wisrnror,}] im a case which involved the same | 
naciple—— 
Calls to order. 
Mr. MeCLERNAND, (continuing.) Ona de- 
cision which was in no small degree the imme- 
diate occasion of the present slavery agitation 
The SPEAKER. The gentieman is not in or- 


| 





der. ° 
Mr. McCLERNAND toek his seat. 
Mr. FITCH. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the House rejected the substitute of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuenck,] as amended 

by the amendment of the gentleman trom Missis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Tompson,] and | caJjl for the yeas 
and nays on that motion. 1 

Mr. EVANS, of Ohio. I move that the motion | 
to reconsider be laid upon the table. 1] 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, (to the 
Chair.) At the time the appeal was taken from 
the decision of the Chair, | moved that the whole 
subject be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. When did the gentleman 
make the motion? 

Mr. STEVENS. To-day. The Chair recog- 
nized me—and then an appeal was taken from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair certainly did not 
hear the gentleman. But the confusion in the Hall 
is 80 great that it is extremely difficult for the 
Chair to hear anything. 

Mr. STEVENS. Very well, sir. I think the 
Chair had recognized me. 

Mr, CROWELL. Is it in order to call for the 
wieits of the proposition sought to be reconsid- 
ered ? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, (to the 
Chair.) May 1 ask. whether it will now be in 
—_ to move to lay the whole subject on the 
table? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
pending a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER then stated the question to be 
on the motion to reconsider. I 

The substitute, as amended, was read. i} 

Mr. ORR called for the yeas and nays on the | 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. DISNEY rose to ask for information from |, 
the Chair. He desired to know whether, under | 
the decision of the Chair, if the House should pro- | 

ceed to vote upon the resolutions of the majority i! 
of the committee, and should agree or disugree to | 
them, it would got be then in order to move to | 
recensider? And if such reconsideration was | 
agreed to, wheiher the previous question would 
not be exhausted, and it would then be in order to 
move an amendment to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER said, in the opinion of the 
hair, it would be in order. 
Mr. THURMAN rose to a point of order. He 

Submitted that, pending the operation of the pre- 








| majority ? 
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vious question, it was not in order to move to 
| reconsider. 


The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 


Mr. THURMAN appealed from the decision of | 


the Chair. 


Mr. SCHENCK rose to inquire upon what the | 


House was about to vote. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 
| York [Mr. Taurman} submits, as a point of 
order, that it is not in order to move a reconsider- | 


ation of a vote which has been taken pending the 
operation of the previous question. The Chair, 
under the uniform practice of the House, overrules 
the point of order 

Mr. SCHENCK. 
[Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER, (continuing.) And _ the 
question before the House is, * Shall the opinion 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House ?”’ 

Mr. CONGER. 
upon the table. 

And the question, “Shall the appeal be laid 
upon the_table ?”’ 
affirmative, without a divisions 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 





The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. | 
Fitcna to reconsider the vote by which the substi- | 


tute of Mr. Scuenck, as amended by the amend- 
ment of Mr. Tuompson, of Mississippi, had been 
rejected 


Mr. SCHENCK. Dol understand the gentle- 


| man from Indiana [Mr. Fircu] to move to recon- 


sider the vote by which the substitute I proposed 
was rejected, together with the amendment made 
to it? 

The SPEAKER. That is the motion. 

Mr. SCHENCK. If that motion should pre- 


| vail, the question will not be on the substitute, as 
| I originelly offered it, but upon the substitute as 
| amended? 


TheSPEAKER. Exactly. 


Mr.SCHENCK. Thatis what I want to know. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the re- 


consideration. 


Mr. FITCH. I withdraw the motion. 


The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is 


withdrawn 

Mr. SCHENCK. 
vote by which the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia, (Mr. Toomns,] as amended by m 


own amendment, was rejected; and I call for the 


yeas and nays on that mofion. 


Mr. SWEETSER desired to know whether 
his colleague (Mr. Scwencx] had voted with the 
If not, he had no right to make the 


motion. 


The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Scuencx.) Will the 
| gentleman state whether or not he voted with the 


majority ? 
Mr. SCHENCK. 


suppose [ am not entitled to make the motion. 


The SPEAKER. As the gentleman from Ohio 
| (Me. Scuencx] did not vote with the majority, the 
| Chair cannot entertain the motion to <xsconsider. | 
The question, then, is on agreeing to the resolu- 


tions of the committee. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move that 
the whole subject be laid upon the table, and on | 


that motion I call for the yens and nays. 
The veas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HOLMES. 


| journ. 


} Rooth, Bowie, Bowlin, Boy 
’ 


I agree with the Chair. | 


I move that the appeal be laid | 


was taken and decided in the | 


I move to reconsid@r the 


I did not vote with the ma- 
|| jority, and, therefore, if any member objects, 1 | 


I move that the House ad- | 
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Albert G. Brown, Wiltiam J. 
| Brown, Buel, Burt, Josep) e, George A. Catiwell, Jo- 
|| seph P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Cleveland, Williamsen 
| R. W. Cobb, Coteoek, Cole, Conger. Daniel, Dunmick, 
Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmund-on, Ewing, Featherston, 
;, Piteh, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Hall, Hamilion, Hammond, 
Haralson, Harian, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Eherris, 
}| ‘Thomas L. Herris, Hibbard, Holladay, Howard, Hubbard, 
|| Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johr- 
son, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kiufinan, Prestha 
| King, La Sére, Lefflery Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, 
MeClermand, McDonald, Me Dowell, McLanahan, MeMel- 
len, MeQueen, Me Willie, Meade, Miller, Mitison, Morris, 
| Morse, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peasiee, Peck, Phelps, Potter, 
Powell, Reynolds, Richardsun, Robinson, Root, Ross, Sav- 
age, Seddon, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
| Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, James 
Thompson, ‘Thurman, Tuck, Venable, Walden, Waldo, 
Wallace, Wentworth, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, and 
Young—116. 
|| So the House decided that the wholt subject 
should not be laid upon the table. 
The question recurring upon the adoption of 
| the original resolutions reported by Mr. Brrr, 


Mr. MARSHALL as:.cd a division of the 
uestion. 

The SPEAKER. A division being called for, 
|| the question will be put upon agreeing to the first 
| resolution. 
| Mr. SCHENCK asked to have all the resolu- 

tions read. 
They were read, (as above.) 

"Mr. SCHENCK rose to a question of order, 
/ and said his point of order was, that these resolu. 

tions constituting the conclusion of the report of 
the committee, contained no allusion whatever to 
George W. Crawford, [a laugh}—the grntieman 
who had asked an investigation of his conduct, 
but were upon a totally different subject. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chaircannot entertain 
this suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio, asa 
point of order: it is a matter for the consideration 
of the House, 

Mr. SCHENCK. 1 withdraw it, then. 

The first resolution was reported, as follows: 


ist. Resolved, That the claim of the representatives ot 
George Galphin was not a just demand against the United 
States. 


The question was on its adoption. 

Mr. ‘THURMAN rose and asked if it was in 
order to make an inquiry? He would lke to 
know where the word “was” took effect—it being 
a past tense? 

The SPEAKER, No inquiry is in order. 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
affimative—yeas 142, nays 49; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs, Albertson, Al: xander, Allen, 


Buel, Burrows, Burt, Thomas B. Buvier, Joseph Cable, G. 
A. Cakiwell, J. P. Caldwell, Campbetl, Cartier, Clevetand, 
W. R. W. Cobb, Coicock, Cole, Conger, Crowel!, Danie, 
Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Bd- 
mundson, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Firch, Pow- 
ler, Freedley, Gerry, Gidding-, Gilmore, Gorman, Gor, 
Gould, Hall, Hatioway, Hamilton, Hammend, 
Isham G. Harris, S. W. Harris, T. L. tiarria, Hey, Heb- 
bard, Henry, Hibbard, Holladay, Howard, Howe, Hub- 
bard, Hummer, Inge, J. W. Jackson, W. T. 


Mason, Matteson, MeCilernand, McDonad, McDowell, 
McGaughey, MecKisseck, McLanahan, McMutien, Me- 


Queen, Me Willie, Meacham, Meade, Miller, Miilson, More- 
head, Morris, Morse, Nelson, Neweil, Olds, Orr, Purker, 
Peasiec, Peck, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Reynolds, Richard- 
son, Risley, Robinson, Root, Rose, Ross, Sackett, Savage, 
Sawtelle, Seddon, Silvester, Spoulding, Sprague, Stanly, 


| F. P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Sweetaer, 


Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, Van Dy ke, Walden, 
Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, White, Wildrick, Wiimot, 


Wood, and Young—142. 
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Ashe 
Averett, Bay, Bissell, Bocock, Booth, Bowdon, Bowtin, 
Boyd, Briggs, Brooks, Allert G. Brown, William J. Brown, 


Harlan, 


Jackson, 
Audrew Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, John A. King, 
Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Litilefield, Horace Mann, 


| Hunter, William T. Jackson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George || 
| G. King, James G. King. John A. King, Horace Mann, Mat- 


| Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Outlaw, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Ris- | 


| ley, Rockwell, Pose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermer- || 
| horn, Schooleraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding. Stanly, 


“we 


NAYS—Meesrs. Alston, Andrews, Baker, Bokee, Bowie, 
Breck, Chester Butler, E. C. Cabell, Calvin, Casey, Chand. 
ler, Clarke, Clingman, Conrad, Corwin, Deberry, Dixon, 
Duer, Puncan, Gentry, Grinnell, Hampton, Haymond, Hil. 


7 tiard, Houston, James L. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, 
The question then recurred on the motion of | George G. King, James G. King, Marshall, Moore, aoe 


Mr. Srevens, of Pennsylvania. |, Ogle, Owen, Petnem, Rved, Rockwell, Rumsey, Schenck, 

And the question, “Shall the whole subject be |, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, A. H. Stephens, 
laid on the table ?”’ was then taken and decided in Toombs, Vinton, Peeeerm Williams, and Winthrop—49. 
the negative—yeas 75, nays 116; as follow: So the first resolution was agreed to. 

YEAS—Messre. Alston, Bennett, Breck, Briegs, Burrows, The question then recurred on the adoption of 
Chester Rutler, Thomas B. Butler, E. ©. Cabell, Calvin, || the second resolution reported by the commities. 
Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Conrad, Corwin, Crow- | Mr. ORR asked the yeas and nays; which were 
ell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Nathan Evans, | ordered. 


wier, diev, Ge a . ) oO : 

ay, Havoaelk Webard. eure, Hithlard, rection, Mowe’ Mr, VAN DYKE. I move to reconsider the 

vote by which the first resolution reported by the 
committee was adopted, and to lay that motion on 
the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

The question then again recurred on the adop-~ 
| tion of the second resolution reported by the com- 
mittee. " 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


The question on that motion was taken and de- 
cided in the negative, without a division. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


teson, McGaughey, MeKissock, Moore, Morehend, Morton, | 


Thaddeus Stevens, Toombs, Underhill, Vinton, Wellborn, 
Williams, and Winthrop—75. 

NAYS—Mesars. Alhertson, Alexander, Allen, Andrews, || 
Ashe, Averett, Baker, Bay, Bayly, Biesell, Bocock, Bokee, ‘ 
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24. Resolved, Thatthe act of Congress made it the duty 
of the Seeretary of the Treasury to pay the principal of said | 
claim, and it was therefore paid “in conformity with law ” 
snd * precedent.”? 


The question was then taken. 

The roll having been called — 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentacky, accidentally || 
out of his seat at the moment his name was called, 
rose and asked the unanimous consent of the | 
ILouse to record his vote, 

Objection was made. 

Mr. PUTNAM preferred a similar request. 

Mr. CONGER trusted, he said, that the House | 
would grant this privilege te his colleague. 

Objection was made. 

So neither of the two gentlemen’s votes was re- | 
ceived. @ {| 

The result of the vote was then announced— | 
yeas 112; nays 66, as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Als on, Averett, Bennett, Bocock, Bokee, 
Bow, Boyd, Breck, Burt, B.C. Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, | 
Caivin, Cartter, Casey, Clarke, Clingman, Colcock, Conrad, 
Corwin, Daniel, Deberry, Disney, Duncan, Durkee, Ed- 
mund«n, Ewing, Peatherston, Freediey, Gentry, Gerry, || 
Gorman, Goald, Grinnell, Hamilton, Hainmond, Hampton, || 
Haratson, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas || 
I.. Harris, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Holladay, Houston, 
Howard, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, Josepii W. Jack- | 
son, James L. Johnson, ones, Kaufman, Kerr, Daniel P. || 
King, James G. King, John A, King, La Sére, Leffler, Litte- || 
field, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Marshall, Matteson, MeCler- || 
nanid, McDonald, McDowell, McGaughey, Me Xissock, 
McQueen, Meade, Millson, Morehead, Morse, Morton, 
Neizon, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peasiee, Peck, || 
Phetps, Pitman, Potter, Powell, Reed, Risley, Rockwell, || 
Savage, Sawtetle, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Seddon, 
Spaulding, Frederick P. Stanton, Riehard A. Stanton, || 
Surong, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, Tharman, Underhill, 
Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, Wildrick, 
Wiliams, and Wilmot—!12. 

NAVS—Mesers. Alberison, Alexander, Andrews Baker, 
Bay, Bi-seil, Boweon, Bowie, Bowlin, Briggs, Brooks, 
Albert G. Brown, Williant J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, 
Shester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Camp- 
bell, Cleveland, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cole, Conger, 
Dickey, Dimmnick, Dixon, Duer, Dunham, Nathan Evans, 
Fitch, Fowler, Gilmore, Gott, Hail, Halloway, Harlan, 
Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Andrew Johnson, George G. 
King, Preston King, McLanahan, MeMullen, Meachain, 
Mitier, Moore, Morris, Newell, Ogle, Richardson, Robin- 
son, Root, Rose, Ross, Schenck, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Sprague, Stetson, Toombs, Van Dyke, Wentworth, White, 
Winthrop, and Young—66. 

So the second resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BURT moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 

The b gwen then recurred on the adoption of 
the third resolution reported by the committee, | 
which is in the words following: 

3d. Resolved, That the act aforesaid did not authorize the | 
Gocretary of the Treasury to papinterest on said claim, and 
its payment was not “in conformity with law” or “ prece- 
dent.” . 

Mr. ORR asked the yeas and nays on the adop- | 
tion of the resolution which were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative—yeas 118, nays 7]; as follow: 

YEAS—Mesers, Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Andrews, 
Aste, Averett, Bay, Bissell, Bocock. Booth, Bowdon, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, William J. 
Brown, Buel, Burt, Thouras B. Butler, Joseph Cable, G. A. 
Cahiwell, J. P. Catdweit, Campbett, Cariter, Cleveland, 
W. &. W. Cabb, Colcock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, 
Daniel, Pimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Bd- 
miindenn, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Gerry, Gid- 
dings, Gilmore Gorman, Gott, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, | 
Elaraison, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, | 
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lage, Joseph W. Jackson, William T. Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, Jones, Juliin, Kaufman, Preston King, La Sere, 
Letter, Littlefield, Horacé Mann, Job Mann, Mason, Mc- 
Clernand, MeDonald, McDowell, McLanahan, McMullen, | 
MeQueen, MeWillie, Meade, Miller, Mittson, Morris, 
Morse ds, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phe!ps, Potter, 
Powell, Richardson, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rose, 
Ross, Savage, Sawtetle, Silvester, F. P. Stanton, R. H. 
Sianton, Stetson, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, James 
Tunnpson, Tuck, Van Dyke, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, 
Wentworth, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, and Young—118. 
NAYS—Mesere. Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Bowie, Breck, 
Chesier Butler, EB. C. Cabell, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, 


Nathan Evans, Freediey, Gentry, Gould, Grinnell, Hamp- | 
ton, Hay, Haymond, Henry, Hilliard, Houston, Howe, 
Hunter, James L. Johuson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George 
GQ: King, James G. King, John A. King, Marshall, Matte- 













sen; McGaughey, McKissock, Moore, Morehead, Morton, | 
Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Outlaw, Owen, Pitman, Putnam, 
Reed, Risiey, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, | 
Sehvoteralt, n, Spaulding, Stanly, A. H. | 
Sie phe ns, us Stevens, ‘Thorman, ‘Toombs, Under- | 
hill, Vinton, Wellborn, White, Williams, and Winthrop— | 
Ti. 


So the third resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. BURT moved to reconsider the vote by | 
which this resolution was adopted, and to lay that | 
motion on the table. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON inquired, in case the | 


‘Thomas L. Harris, Hebard, Hibbard, Holladay, Habbard, || N , I‘ 
|; claim while pending and being prosecuted before another 


'| No objection being made, 


Ciarke, Clingaran, Conrad, Deberry, Dixon, Duer, Dancan, || 


| 
|| read, as follows: | 


\ 
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‘. , 4 . | 
_ motion to reconsider were sustained, if an amend- || Wa* largely interested ; and 


ment would not then be in order? 


The SPEAKER replied, that an amendment to |) Rae ee serat att Anaust, 1848 ; and that this 
the original resolution would then be in orier, as || 


the previous question would have exhausted itself, 
Mr. FEATHERSTON asked that an amend- 

ment be read, which he gave notice he would offer 

in ease the niotion to reconsider were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 


|The Chair will state that it cannot be received 
| until the vote is reconsidered. 


| 
Mr. BURT. I think the reading of the amend: | 
ment is not in order, except by unanimous con- 


| gent. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
amendment can be read, though it cannot be re- 
ceived until the vote is reconsidered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN suggested that the reading 
could not be in order, if the gentleman from South 
Carolina objected. 

The SPEAKER. 
be the duty of the Chair to put the question to the | 
House, Shall the amendment be read ? 

By general acquiescence— 


was read, as follows: 


* And that the House does not approve of the conduct of 
the Secretary of War. in continuing to be interested in the 
prosecution of it when it was to be examined, adjusted, and 
paid by one of the departments of the Government, he him- 
self being at the same time at the head of another of those 
departments, but the House considers that such connection 
and interest of a member ofthe Cabinet with a claim pend- 
ing and prosecuted before another department, would be 


| 
The proposed amendment of Mr. Featuerston | 


| dangerous as a precedent, and ought not to be sanctioned. || 


And consequently that the House also totally dissents from 
the correctness of the opinion expressed by the President of 
the United States to the Secretary of War, ¢ that his (the 


| said Crawford) being at the head of the War Department, 
| "and the agent of the claimants, did not take from him any 
‘rights he may have had as such agent, or would have jus- | 


‘ tified him in having the examination and decision of the 


| claims by the Secretary of the Treasury suspended;’ and | 
that this House decidedly disapproves of, and dissents from, | 
| the opinion given by the Attorney General in favor of an al- | 
lowanee of interest on said claim, and from the action of | 


the Secretary of the Treasury in payment of the same.” 


Mr. SCHENCK said, if the reading of that 


amendment had been in order, it would be in order || 


to read an amendment which he gave notice he 
should offer as an amendment to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi, if that amend- 
ment were received. 

He said he took the ground that it was wrong 
for a Cabinet officer to be connected with any 
claim—even if it were good. 

Mr. CARTTER said he had an amendment 
which he should offer as an amendment to that of 
his colleague. 

The proposed amendment of Mr. Scuenck was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That this House finds in the testimony reported 


by the committee appointed to investigate the conduct of | 


George W. Crawford, the Secretary of War, in relation to 
the claim of the representatives of George Galphin, no proof 
of corruption or fraud in procuring the passage of the law 
allowing said claim, nor in obtaining payment ofthe same 


|| by the Secretary of the Treasury, who was directed by the 


act of Congreas to examine, adjust, and pay what should be 


|| found due to said Gaiphin ; but the House decidedly disap- 


proves of his conduct in continuing to be interested in the 
prosecution of that claim when it was to be so examined, 
adjusted, and paid by one of the departments of the Govern- 
ment, he himself being at the same time at the head of an- 
| Other of those departments, for the reason that such con- 
nection and interest of a member of the Cabinet with a 


| department, is indelicate, improper, and unbecoming; would 
he em as a precedent, and ought not to be saric- 
| toned. 
| Mr. CARTTER asked for the reading of his 
| amendment. 
The SPEAKER said, if no objection was made 
the amendment of the 
| be read. 


gentleman from Ohio would | 
! 


The proposed amendment of Mr. Cartrer was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That George W. Crawford be, and is hereby, re- 
quested to return to the Treasury the amount of money the 


: 





|| said Crawford has obtained from the Government on the || 


Galphin claim as interest. 
Mr. WILMOT gave notice if the vote were te- 


|| considered, that he would offer a substitute for all 


the propositions,-which he desired to have read, 
No objection being made, 
The proposed substitute of Mr. Witmor was | 


| Resolved, That this House condemns as highly censurahle 
and improper, the conduct of George W. Crawford, Secre- 
| tary of War, in prosecuting before one of the departments 
= the Gdshin ariting agent, the claim of the heirs of 
| eo a unde 

rokee Indians, 


r the treaty of 1773, with the 
) Creek and Che 


and in which said 


If objection is made, it will || 


ve: 


July § 


that the payment of the j 
the Treasury was wneuthen 


House 4 
| from the opinion of the Attorney Ger Issey 
allowance of interest on snid takin, Weral in favor of ihe 


The SPEAKER announced the i 
. question y 
| laying on the table the motion to reconsider. 
| Mr. HOLMES moved that the House ac; 
| . ac Journ 
| Rejected. ; 
| Mr. DUER rose to a question of orde 
1% ° ‘ H 7 T, and 
inquired whether, if the House reconsidered th 
| vote upon the adoption of the resolution, it would 
_ then be in order to move any of the amend ments, 
| The SPEAKER replied, that if the House ». 
considered, the previous question would be ex 
| hausted, and the resolut om Would be open 
i to 
| amendment. 
|The question was then taken and decided jn thy 
| negative—yeas 79, nays 109; as follow: 
| YEAS—M Alston, Averett, Bokee, Booth, Brion. 
| Albert G. Brown, Buel,’ Burt, Chester Butler, "Phu? 
B. Butler, Joseph P. Catthwell, Clarke, Cleveland Choe 
man, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Cole, Conrad Cor 
| win, Crowell» Danean, Nathan Evans, Fowler, Gentry Git 
diugs, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hall, Haralson, Bamp-on W. 
| Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Holladay, Hotmec 
| Houston, Howe, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Jame, 
L.. Johnson, Kerr, Baniel P. King, George G. King, Jame 
G, King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Mar=hall, Masog 
McGaughey, McKi-sock, Meacham, Meade, Millson, Yor.’ 
head, Nelson, Newell, Outlaw, Parker, Powell, Rumsey 
Sackett, Schermerhorn, Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, Spay). 
ding, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens 
Thurman, Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Welthory, 
Williams, and Winthrop—79. F 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Andrews, Agile 
| Bay, Bayly, Bennett, Bissell, Bowdon, Bowie, Bow\i9’ 
Boyd, Brooks, William J. Brown, Burrows, Joseph Cabje’ 
|| George A. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Chander 
|| Conver, Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, 
Duer, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Ewing, Feathersion, 
Fitch, Freediey, Gerry, Gilmore, Halloway, Hamilton, Haw. 
| mond, Hampton, Harlan, [sham G. Hurtis, Thomas L. Hy. 
ris, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hubbard, Andrew Johnson, Jones, 
| Julien, Kaufman, Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Little. 
field, Job Mann, Matteson, McDowell, McLauahan, Me- 
Mullen, McQueen, Me Willie, Miller, Moore, Morris, Morse, 
Ogle, Olds, Orr, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Py. 
nant, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Risley, Robinson, Rock. 
well, Root, Rose, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Schenck, School. 
| craft, Sprague, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
| Stetson, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, 
Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wentworth, White, 
Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood, and Young—109. 


|| So the motion to reconsider was not laid upon 
| the table. . 
|| And the question recurring on the motion to r- 
| 
| 






| thereon by the Secretary of 


1 


| 


j 





| consider— 

Mr. FEATHERSTON demanded the previous 
question. . 

Pending which question, 

The House adjourned. 
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NOTICE OF A JOINT RESOLUTION. 

Mr. KAUFMAN gave notice that he would ask leave on 
Monday next, or some early day thereafter, to introduce a 
joint resolution disapproving of and condemning the order 
of Colonel John Munroe, of the 23d of April last, directing 
the election of delegates to a convention to be held at Santa 
Fé on the 15th of May, 1850, for the purpose of framing a 
State constitution for New Mexico. 


PETITIONS, ke. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 
|| presented under the rule, and referred to the ap 
1 propriate committees ; 
|| By Mr. ROCKWELL: The petition of Henry W. Taft 
| and 37 others, citizens of West Stockbridge, Massachusetts, 
|| in favor of the modification or repeal of the tariff lawof 
|| 1846, and the enactment of a law recognizing the principle 
|| of specific duties. 
|| _ By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi? Remonstrance of J. B. 
| ‘Thrasher and 385 others against the removal of the land 
|| Office from Washington, Mississippi, to Monticello, in the 

same State. ; 

By Mr. EVANS, of Ohio: The petition of Benjamin 


| Thomas, postmaster at St. Clairsville, Ohio, for an altere 


tion of the law regulating the compensation of postmaster, 
and for an increase of his compensation. : 

By Mr. CABELL, of Florida: The petition of sundry cit- 
izens of Benton county for compensation for military set- 
vices rendered in the summer and fall of 1849. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: The petition of Daniel Stevens 
and 31 other citizens of Pittsfield, Massachusetts, in tavor 
of a modification or repeal of the tariff law of 1846; and the 
enactment of a law recognizing the principle of specific du- 
ties on imports. 

By Mr. HOWE: The petition of John Frazier arid John 
Read, citizens of Lawrence county, Pennsylvania, prayies 
Congress to grant them relief, as the suretics of Joseph 5. 
Boyd, the late and defaulting postmaster at New Castle, in 
said county. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of the delegates 1 
the Medical Society of the State of Pennsy!vania, asking 
that there may be established on behalf of the medical off 
cera of the an assimilated rank, Also, from ‘oneage 
Thue Sainte ies cme Seeman 

e€ same purpose. 

By Mr. HIBBARD: ‘The memorial n Reed and 

it establishment of a new 
g, in New Hampshire. 
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IN SENATE. 
Monpay, July 8, 1850. : 


MASON presented the petition of James | 
dings and others, citizens of the District of | 
columbia, setting forth their belief that they are | 
ro gs@ssion of such advantages in the manufac- | 
ary vas as will make their enterprise one of | 
so publie utility, and ofgreat economy, and 
Seeefore asking that an act may be passed to in- 
corporate the Union Gas Light Company of the | 
Distriet of Columbia; which was referred to the | 
Committee for the Distfiet of Columbia. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of Kanawha 
. uty, in the State of Virginia, asking that pro- 
vision may be made by law for enabling Professor | 
Johnson to complete his experiments in American 
coals, setting forth that their mines lie almost to- 
ily unimproved, from the want of an accurate 
:nowledge of the different varieties of coal, and 
ihe objects for which they can be profitably em- 
nioved; which was referred to the Committee on 


ihe Public Lands. 
Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of | 


Mr. 


| 


J. N. Sewall, asking that provision may be made || 


for certain debts of the Chippewa Indians, agreea- | 
bly to the fourth article of the treaty of 1837, | 
concluded between wae’ States and those 
Indians; which was refered to the Committee on 
; e. 
ii RUSK. presented the petition of G. K. | 
Lewis, of Cameron county, Texas, setting forth | 
that the portion of the country lying between the | 
Nueces and the Rio Grande rivers was overrun 
by hordes of savages, compelling him to abandon 
his home, and making a complete wreck of his 
property y for which he asks indemnity; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial of citi- | 
zens residing on the extreme western border of 
Missouri, saking the establishment of new posts | 
on the road to Santa Fé, and the employment of 
a volunteer corps for the protection of persons 
engaged in the Santa Fé trade, setting forth that 
the regular army is not the sort of force to be 
most effective, a8 past experience has shown, and 
recommending a Pegiment of volunteers of one 
thousand men, selected from the border, and 
familiar with Indian character and Indian warfare 
all their lives. They state, further, that they have 
been engaged for years as traders and travelers 
across the plaine, and arg perfectly familiar with 
the route and all its difficulties, and have endured 
long and patiently the cold neglect of Government | 
heretofore manifested in relation to this commerce, 
and contending that all Governments are bound to 
protect their citizens in their lawful pursuits; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. KING presented the memorial of Jonathan 
Elliot, United States commercial agent at the city 
of San Domingo, asking to be reimbursed for ex- 
penses incurred in maintaining refugees in his 
house. The memorialist states that during the 
civil war in the Dorainican Republic, a large num- 
ber of persons, chiefly women and children, sought 
refuge under the protection of the American flag, 
an asylum he could not refuse without bringing 
reproach upon himselfand Government, and he was 
subjected to great expense in maintaining said 
refugees, the city being in a state of siege, and pro- 
visions being difficult to obtain, even at extravagant 
prices. The memorialist further states that his | 
colleagues, the English and French Consuls, who 
likewise made their houses the asylum to other 
refugees, have received the marked approbation of 
their respective Governments, and been reimbursed 


} 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


| in Texas. 





| petition from the State of Rhode Island, signed by 
| Dr. Wayland, president of a university in that 
| State, and by the Governor, and many other gen- 

tlemen of science, who ask Congress to make pre- 
| vision for the appointment and support of a scien- 

tific corps, to be connected with the Boundary 
| Commission which is to establish the boundary 
| between the United States and Mexico. They 
| think that such a corps, in connection with the 
commission, may make many valuable acquisnions 

to the sciences of botany, geology, and zodlogy, 
| without any rong great additional expense to the 
Government. They also think that it will be the 
| means of securing valuable knowledge with re- 
| spect to the country; and they express the epinion, 
| from their personal acquaintance with the commis- 

sioner recently appointed, that heis peculiarly fitted 
| to superintend and aid in such an exploration. | 
move that the memorial be referred to a select 


|| committee of three, to be appointed by the Chair. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Chair ap- 
| pointed, as the committee, Messrs. Ciarce, 
| Pearce, apd Dove tas, 

PRIVATE BILLS. 
On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, the Senate 


| proceeded to the consideration of Senate bill No. 


227, being a bill for the relief Thomas Snodgrass. | 


The having been read a second time, was con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole, and no amend- 
| ment having been proposed, it was reported to the 
| Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
/and was read a third time, and passed. 

FORT POLK, IN TEXAS. 
Mr. HOUSTON. [ask the Senate to take up 
/a resolution which { introduced the other day, in 
| relation to the removal of troops from Fort Poik, 
I have a very short statement to make 
| in reference to the matter, and it will require but a 
moment. 

Mr. CASS. Will the resolution be likely to 
lead to any discussion ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Not at all. 

The resolution was then taken up and read, as 
follows: 


“ Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to furnish the Senate witb copies of all orders, let 
ters, and correspondence, relating to Fort Polk, in the State 
of ‘l'exas, as a military post, and to communicate to the 
Senate the reasons which have induced its removal.”’ 


Mr. HOUSTON. Point Isabel was taken pos- 
session of in March, 1846, by the American army 
under the command of General Taylor. Immedi- 
ately afterwards, he commenced the erection of a 
fort at that place, called Fort Polk; he also in- 
formed the Government that that was the most eli- 
gible site for a depdt to supply the wants of that 
whole line of operations. is emphatic language 
was, ‘‘ our great depdt must be here.’” (See dis- 
patch, March 28.) ‘The fort, hospital, and other 
| buildings there erected cost the Government at 
least seventy thousand dollars. They are large, 
commodious, and well situated to suit the purpose 
for which they were located there. This place, as 
well as Brownsville, is remarkably healthy for a 
southern latitude. 

Point Isabel is about ten miles from the mouth 
of the Rio Grande, and near twenty in a direct line 
from Brownsville, the most flourishing town on the 
Rio Grande. Point Isabel, from its contiguity to 
the harbor at the Brasos, and from its relative 





now, and must continue to be, the great point of 
transhipment for the large and improving trade 
now successfully carried on upon thatriver. This 
| trade, during the past year, | have been satisfac- 
torily assured by those who know its character 
and extent, has amounted in the aggregate to the 





for the expenses thus incurred. The memorial 
= referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
ons. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of traveling 
preachers of the Methodist Episcopal Church in 
the East Maine Conference, asking that the fur- 
ther extension of slavery in the United States may 
rp by law; which was ordered to lie on 

€ table. 


} 
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NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr, WALKER gave notice that he would, on 
the first suitable unity, ask leave to intro- 
duce a bill to alter and fix the time of the meeting 
of Congress. 


SCIENTIFIC CORPS. 
Mr. CLARKE. Lam requested to present a 


e- 


large sum of ten millions of dollars; or, in other 
words, goods imported to the value of five millions 
of dollars, chiefly through Point Isabel, and ex- 
changed for specie, hides, wool, &c., to the same 
amount returning through the same channel. 
Point Isabel, as is well known, is the port of 
entry for all the trade of that section of country. 





| large amountfare stored at that place, en route, 
| each way. Until some time in April last, the 
Government have had a 
troops stationed at Fort Polk; but, some time in 
that month, it.is understood that an order was 


position to Brownsville and the Rio Grande, is | 


| Goods, money, and other Property often to a) 


ter or less number of 
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to have been unadvised and impelitic, and catcu- 


lated to endanger the safety of Point Isabel, by its. 


being exposed to attack by Indians and other 
marauders, known to be harkii in that neighbor- 
hood, in considerable numbers, and who have on 
one Or two occasions, attacked and robbed the 
trains of wagons between Point Isabeland Browns- 
ville. A good deal of anxiety is felt by those di- 
rectly interested in the trade and prosperity of this 
section. 

This step of the Administration, at least, re- 
quires some explanation, and it is the ol ject of the 
resolution to see how far the frontier haa been 
exposed by the removal of the troops from Point 
Isabel. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 


Mr. President, 


| Lam really Surprised at the remarks with which 





ee 


| 
| 


| 
| 
i] 
i 
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| whole of the lower portion of the country. 
| avans.have been attacked below that point, it ar- 
| gues that the fort gives no protection to them, if 


|| the Senator from Texas has introduced bis reso- 


lution. If he knows anything of the geography 


| of the country which he represents, and I am 


bound to suppose he does, he must understand 
very well that Fort Polk is not exposed to any 
danger of attack from the sea, and that troops at 
Fort Polk could afford no protection to caravans 
going from there to Brownsville. He must itve 


| understood that Brownsville is much more ao- 


proachable from the chaparrals in the neighbor- 
hood, and stretching across towards the Nueces. 
Fie must also understand that the great commerce 
of that country is upon the river, and that no ves- 
sel of any size can go to Fort Polk. Except when 
a strong north wind prevails, and the gea is driven 
nto the lagoon, inside of the Isla Padre, there is 
no possibility of any vessel getting in. It is a 
shallow basin, in which only sail-boats and canoes 
can run. During the whole time our army oceu- 
pied that frontier, all the supplies which were 
forwarded were landed at Basos Santiago, At the 
time that General Taylor established that fort, we 
were in a hostile attitude; it was a point selected 
to connect with his position at Corpus Christi, 
and with the transport vessels which thence came 
round by sea; but, now that we are at pea® with 
the inhabitants of the Rio Grande, and in posses- 
sion of the whole country, with the river’s mouth 
and navigation at our command, there can be no 
necessity for keeping up this establishment any 
longer. I am one of those who were opposed to 
the establishment of a custom-house at thes place, 


| for reasons which were satisfactory to me then, 


and which I explained at the time, and can explain 


| again if necessary. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 1 only ask for information, 
without any view to open a discussion upon ‘the 
subject. ‘There is certainly no difficulty on the 
part of the Indians or other marauders, in mareh- 
ing past Fort Brown and taking possession of the 
If car- 


they can march round to Point Isabel. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 1 can see no 


| country below Brownsville for Indians to maraud 
| upon. 
| is the point where the settlements begin, and there 
| is nothing in the shape of cultivation or settlements 


It is nothing buta mud flat. Browhaville 


below. ‘The location of a custom-house at Poitt 
Isabel was bad policy in itself. But if it is neces- 
sary to keep up a fort there for the sake of pro- 
tecting the custom-house, in God’s name let us 
give up the custom-house. The idea of holding a 
custom-house in a portion of the country so desti- 
tute of population that a little garrison must be 
kept there to prevent Indians from taking it, seems 
to me to be a great piece of folly, and is opposed 
to my notions, of commercial requirements. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I should imagine that if 
troops were necessary at any place, it would be 
where the population is small, as at Point Isabel. 
I think it would be a miserable policy to march 
the troops to Brownsville and leave Point Isabei 
unprotected, At Brownsville there is a population 
of some thousands. If the country about Point 
Isabel is a mud flat there is nothing to maraud 
upon except the custom-house, and for this reason, 
it seems to me, there is a greater necessity thet 
troops should be stationed there than at Browns- 
ville. As to the policy of locating a custom-house 
at Point Isabel, | defer to the superior judgment 
of the Senator from Misgissippi. He, howeyer, 


issued for the evacuation of this place, and for || agrees with the officers coftrolling that departmen’, 


turning over the public buildings to the use of the 
custom-house. 


land I shall not interpose my judgment against 


theirs. But it heppens that my opinion concurs 


This proceeding is thought by the well-informed || with that of a large majority of the representatives 


Sh aia 
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of Texas. It is true, I have never seen the place, 
‘and therefore cannot speak advisedly. But it is 
thought to be a better and more eligible plete for || 
a custom-house than Browneville, which leaves || 
the country open to smugglers for a great distance. || 
Mr. DAVIS. If the custom-house is to be || 
placed on the sea, then the mouth of the river is 
the place to put it; but if it is to be placed where | 
the population exists, then it ought to be located || 
at Brownsville. In my opinion, however, Brasos | 
Santiago, with the protection of a sea-wall, is the || 
only place where we ought to have a custom- 
house, if we are to have one there at all. 

Mr. RUSK. I have no desire to prolong this 
conversation, but would merely remark that this 
custom;house is there, and until it is removed it || 
may be well engugh to inquire whether it ought || 
to be protected.” This resolution simply inquires || 
why the troops that were there for the protection || 
of the custom-house have been removed. The || 
custom-house is there, and it has been represented 
by individuals from that section of the country that || 
it ip in a very exposed position. It is very possi- | 
ble that it may be in the wrong place; but, so long 
as it is there, and considering the vast amount of 
merthandise which is sometimes deposited there— 
often amounting to five millions of dollars, besides 
frequently as much as two hundred and fifty thou- | 
sand dollars in money—it appears to me to be bad | 
policy to leave it exposed to the depredations of | 
the Indians, who are every day committing depre- || 
dations in the neighborhood. 

Mr. DAVIS, (in his seat.) Depredations on 
the custom-house? 

Me. RUSK. Not, perhaps, on the custom- 
house, but in the immediate neighborhood of it. 
At any rate, there can be no objection that the 
Secretary of War should inform us why he took 
these troopsaway. ‘The fact is, that the Secretary | 
of War ought to inform us wiy that entire frontier, | 
so far as it is settled, is left unprotected. There | 
are dgpredations committed not only in the imme- 
diate neighborhood of Point Isabel, but all up and 
down the Rio Grande, and these depredations have 
been going on all the time. In fact, there is 
scarcely a mail that comes from that quarter that 
does not bring announcements of Indian depreda- | 
tions. Under these circumstances, I think there | 
can be no objection to a mere resolution of inquiry || 
asking why these troops have been removed. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the resolution had been laid 
on the table without remarks, and left to itself, I | 
sheuld have said nothing in regard toit. I was 
led to my remarks by those of the Senator from 
Texas in support of his resolution. The remarks 
of the Senator from Texas on my right [Mr. Rusx] 
do not appear to have any relation to the issue. It 
has not been shown that the Indians have been in | 
the habit of attacking the custom-house; and it | 
would be a strange place to locate a custom-house | 
where Indians would attack it. Itis the caravans | 
going to this place which are attacked. The Sen- | 
ator knows that a better protection can be given by 
the troops at Brownsville than at Point Isabel, and || 
that no protection which is adequate can be given || 
to the caravans without marching with them. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, if there be || 
any object in protecting Point Isabel atall, the only |, 
way to attain that object will be to station troops 
there. The Indians have gone down to the sea- || 
board in large numbers, and sacked the village of | 
Lynnville some years ago. They did not pass by || 
a eingle habitation till they reached the immediate | 
point of attack. And they can still du so, because | 
the country is sparsely populated, and there are | 
chaparrals that can screen them from observation | 
until they are upon the place they wish to assail. || 
They might pass within ten, or five, or two miles | 
of Brownsville, without being seen, and advance 
to Point Isabel and take the custom-house, with | 
a}! the property therein contained, | 

The resolution has lain on the table several | 
days The entire object of it is to obtain infor- |) 
mation. There is no ulterior design whatever in 
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this resolution, We wish merely to see which is 
the more politic place, because it is the interest of 
the Senators and Representatives of that country 
to render the greatest good to the inhabitants there, 
and to promote the public interests by giving pro- 
tection to property andgcommerce upon that line |. 
of the Rio Grande. Point Isabel, | understand, 





is the first place situated upon the Rio Grande at 
which a custom-house can be established secure 
from inundation. 





|| custom-house to some other point. 
| resolution to pass for no other purpose than to o 


| to mark the course of the roads. 


| enabling the population to go to any required 


| purposes. 


|| Snelling to Fort Gaines. He thought the supplies 


| of the Mississippi river. 





Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 


Rio Grande at all. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I mean on the borders of the 
Rio Grande, and connected with its commerce. | 
When the proposed sea-wall shall be built, it may | 
be very appropriate to change the location of the || 
I wish the || 
b || 
tain the requisite information, and see whether the || 
reasons alleged in the correspondence have been || 
sufficient to countervail those suggested by the 
commanding General, now President. That is 
all I desire. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the 
resolution, it was agreed to. 


ROADS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I move to take 
up for consideration a bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the construction of certain roads in | 
the Territory of Minnesota, which was ordered to || 

| 


It is not on the 





A 








a third reading on Saturday. On my motion, the || 
third reading was postponed till to-day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill, having been ordered to a third reading, 
was then read a third time. 

The question then being on the paesage of the | 
bill— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 1 wish to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories, who 
reported this bill, upon what authority these || 
amounts have been estimated, and why these 
roads are required? Are they required for military || 
purposes? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. As to the amounts, the Com- | 
mittee on Territories took them as they found || 
them in the bill from the House of Representa- 
tives. This isa House bill. In looking over it, | 
we came to the conclusion that the appropriations || 
were certainly very small for the purposes desired. 
Bat, for one, I did not feel disposed to increase 





the appropriations, simply because the House had | appropriations, and I apprehend that it is not ne. 
‘| passed the bill in its present shape, and they || cessary to take up further time in the discussion 


might be sufficient. The object of the appropria- 
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propriety in securi 
sippi from Fort Snel 





/and weeks. Much inconvenience and dels 


| Sippi is under a misapprehension in regard to th, 
_ side of the river that this road runs upon. 


_ ment of the Secretary o 


tions is to cut the timber through the woods, so as |! 


Once in a while 
a bridge will have to be built across a stream. It | 
is not expected to make good roads at all. These | 
roads are to run through the Indian agencies in 
that neighborhood. Thus teams with their sup- 
plies can be brought backwards and forwards. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 
some portion of this matter was referred to the 
Military Committee some time ago, and they had 
the subject under consideration. They directed 
some inquiries to the Secretary of War upon the 


| subject, which he referred_to the Quartermaster 


General. The Quartermaster General thought a 
road might be very useful to the population there, 
and might be useful in a military point of view, by 


} 
point of defence. But he was not prepared | 
make any estimate of the cost of such @ road or | 
roads. The Secretary of War, on the other hand, | 
thought the roads were not necessary for military | 
He thought it would be best for Con- | 
gressjto make an appropriation for insuring the 
navigation of the Upper -Miss'ssippi from Fort | 
ought to be transported by way of the river from | 
Fort Snelling to Fort Gaines. He moreover | 
stated that there was now a good road on the east 
side of the river, and therefore the only gain | 
which would result from opening a road on the | 
west side would be the inconsiderable advantage | 
of crossing from one side of the river to the other. 
That was the statement of the Secretary of War. 
And I was waiting for further information, for, 
upon that statement, I should have been compelled 
to make an adverse report. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Mr. President, I wish 
to say a word in reference to this matter. The 
bill referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
of which the gentleman from Mississippi is chair- 
man, was one introduced by colleague for 
the construction of a military road from Dubuque, 
lowa, to Fort Snelling, running on the west side 
The Secretary of War 
was correct as to the good navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi, from Dubuque to the Falls of St. An- 
thony, but [did not understand bis letter as re- 
ferring to the country above those Falls. 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 did not notice that part at all. 
The Secretary of War thought there would be 





| 


| 
| 












the eee of the Mics: 
ing to Fort Gaines. 

Mr. DODGE. But there is a permanent 
struction to the navigation of the Mississiny ‘ 
tween those points (Fort Gaines and Fort Snell 
which cannot or will not be removed for that 
years to come. There is only navigation the. 
fur canoes and small boats. Steamboats do ms 
run above the Falls, though | hope when oa 
obstructions above the Falls are removed an 
small class of boats will navigate the upper veh 
tion of the river. The greatest benefit that wh, 
derived from the appropriations made by this biy 
will be the construction of bridges across ¢, 
streams in Minnesota. The smallest rain often S 
swells them as to render them impassable for dayy 


vy 
» in 
built 
tion, 








































































thus occasioned, which would be obviated 
many instances, by bridges, which could be 
for a very small amount of this appropria 
which I hope will be made. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Miseis. 


iil, mn 
ypon pr 
jar clain 
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Carolin 
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do not 
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It rung 


upon the east side of the river, where the Secretary 


of War thinks it ought to run. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missigsippi. Will the Senaio, 
allow mea word? H sapprehends the stat. 
ar. The Secretary of 







| War,as I stated, or intended to state, said that the ground 
road now runs on the enst side, and that an ineop. been it 

| siderable advantage would result from running the upon I 
road on the west side. 7 Mr. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I had misapprehended wha, momer 

the Senator stated to be the opinion of the Secrs. Mr. 
tary of War. Running the road on the west side floor. 
evidently is much shorter. The river makes , Mr. 
bend, and as St. Paul and the other settlements has fa 
are on the east side, by running the road across, Hamy 

| instead of following the course of the river, would liquid 
|| make it much shorter. But these are very small on 
and t 

Wy,” 

'| of them. sess 
The bill was read a third time and passed, ona on th 

| division, by a vote of 28 to 7. 4 a 
INTEREST ON ADVANCES BY STATES. — 

Mr. BRADBURY. I move that the Senate tia, 
now proceed to the consideration of Senate bill comi 
No. 232, is fo 
Mr. CLAY. What is it? the 
Mr. BRADBURY. A bill to refund to the repo 
State of Maine interest on certain advances made of th 
by that State, for the use of the United States Gov- foun 
ernment, in the protection of the northeastern adog 
frontier, under the treaty of Washington. | will time 
state that this bill involves no principle but one cla 


which has repeatedly been recognized by Congress, 
It involves simply this question: that this Govern- 
ment pays interest on advances made, or expenses 
incurred; by any State in performing duties incum- 


sepa 
T 


ame 
furt 











bent upon the United States, as provided for by bac! 
the treaty of Washington. al 

The bill having been read a second time, was 0 
considered by the Senate as in Committee of the not 
Whole. 

Mr. HALE. I have not a word to say against 
the bill. I shall vote in favor of it. But I want ( 
the committee who reported it to state the grounds pe 
upon which they pay interest to a State for at- : 
vances, when they borrow the money, and refuse alii 
to pay it to States which have advanced the e 
money, out of their treasury, without borrowing ce 
it, for precisely the same purposes? I cannot see : 
it for myself. The State of New Hampshire od- " 
vanced a large sum of money to defend the very . 
same territory, when there was a conflict of jar» | 
diction between the United States and Great Bri- * 
tain upon the borders of New Hampshire. New : 
Hampshire happened to be, fortunately, 80 s!\v- P 
ated at that time that she was not under the oe " 
sity of borrowing money, but she paid it rane b 
her own treasury, and Congress has eae a bi - 
refunding that sum to the State of New Hamp . 
shire. Now, I do not know upon what principle . 
interest is to be paid for a sum advanced _ of 
State, when they borrowed the money, and with- bi 
held from States paying money for precisely i 
same purposes-out of their treasury, when " 
claim oad recognized by both Houses. It c 
strikes me that there is no soundness in that (is 7 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair begs " 
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j Se, Dd. 
ve to state that there is no question before the 


ere is no amendment pending. 


nate; tb Is there no quesuon before the | 


" Mr. H ALE. 


ee VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under: 
te that the rales of the Senate require that the 
aos on agreeing to the bill shall be taken afier 
rin reported back to the Senate. 
vendment offered. ; ; 
Mr. HALE. Then I will move this qmend- 
he to the bill: that the accounting officer of the 
im ssury be and he is hereby directed to pay to 
wate of New Hampshire interest on the mo- 
- which she has advanced for the same pur- 


There is no 


BRADBURY. I will reply to the remarks 
ofthe Senator from New Hampshire very briefly. | 
The committee J id not deem it necessary to go be- 
yond the principles which were involved in this 
‘iii, in reporting tt. ‘hey found that it rested | 
yoon precisely the same principle on which sumi- 


ir caims had been allowed to the State of Ala- || 


hana, the State of Maryland, the Siate of South 
(yrolina, the State of Pennsylvania, and then, un- | 
jer the act of 1792, to all the original States. I 
jo not understand that the Senator from New 
Hampshire objects to this bill; but he now moves | 
an amendmeng that NewgHampshire shall be paid 
seertainsum. | object to that amendment on the 
ground that the claim of New Hampshire has not 
been investigated, and that each bill should rest 
ypon ils own foundation 

Mr. HALE. 


moment? 


Mr. BRADBURY. Certainly. 








I yield the 


oor. 
a HALE. I want to correct a mistake he | 
has fallen into. He says that the claim of New | 
Hampshire has not been liquidated. It has been | 
jiquidated. An act of Congress was passed re- | 
funding the sum to the State of New Hampshire, 
and the accounts have been liquidated at the Treas- 
wy,and the principal actually paid during this 
| 


session of Congress. I simply want the interest 
on that sum. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I said that the claim of | 
New Hampshire had not been examined by the 
committee. If that State has a similar claim to 


hia, let her present it, and let it be referred to the || 


committee for examination; and” 1 doubt not, if it 
is found to rest upon the same principle as that of 
the claim now under consideration, a bill will be | 
reported. I think it altogether better that, in cases 
of this kind, each claim should rest upon its own 
foundation. I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted, and that, without consuming further 
time, the bill will be allowed to pass, leaving the 
claim of New Hampshire for future action ina 
separate bill. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hate’s 


Will the Senator allow me a || 
|| Senator from Alabama that that claim is to be || 
settied by the officers of the United States. They | 
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to what has been paid to the State of Georgia under 
the act of Congress; which, | presume, is all they 
are fully enutied to. With that amendment, | 
shall be disposed to vote for the amendment; 
without it, | shall feel some difficulty. 1 will not 


go into an eXamination of these claims, because | 
they will not bear examination; and a liveral spirit | 


on the part of the Government has heretofore 
characterized their action in regard to such ad- 
vances made by States, and they have not only 


assed. 
Mr. BERRIEN. I am not at all disposed to 
, acquiesce in the remark of the Senator from 


| Alabama that this is a claim that will not bear in- || 
|| vestigation. 


The State of Georgia presents no 
| such claim to theGeneral Government. ‘I'he State 
of Georgia has made advances for purposes for 


to a portion of that claim occasioned a deferring of 
| the settlement of that claim. But the principle 
upon which this bill proceeds equally applies to 


vances are made by a State for purposes for 
which the Federal Government is responsible, and 
| which the Federal Government ought to have paid, 
| the State is to be reimbursed for the advances 
made. 
which has not been settled, | beg to suggest to the 





| 
will not allow what they are not authorized under 
which has been prospectively settled will stand on 
| precisely the same principle with regard to the 
| allowance of interest as that which has been paid. 
| | have before mea list of the cases, embracing 
| eight or nine States, in which this allowance of in- 
| terest has been paid. | therefore appeal tou my 
friend from Alabama not to mterpose an objection 
to the settlement of that portion of the claim which 


United States; for, the hour having arrived for 
proceeding to the consideration of the special order, 


sion on this subject, will take a course which for 
the present will be fatal to the bill. 
Mr. WALKER. 


| the same category as New Hampshire, and that 
| therefore nis amendments will be appropriate to it. 
|| Mr. HALE. 
|| table for the bill to see if it coincided with the 
|| Maine bill, and 1 see that it does not make the 





. 


amendment, which was rejected. There being no || distinction mtroduced into the Maine bill. This 


further proposition to amend, the bill was reported || bill proposes to pay interest on money refunded, || 


back to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 
Objection being made by Mr. HALE, it was 
not read a third time. 
CLAIM OF GEORGIA. 


On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of Senate bill 210, 
veing a bill to authorize the Secretary of War to 
allow the payment of interest to the State of Geor- 


gia for advances made for the use of the United | Because New Hampshire cannot have justice, | 
Siates in the suppression of the hostilities of the || will not withhold it trom Georgia. | hope if the 


Ureek, Seminole, and Cherokee Indians, in the 
years 1836, 1837, and 1838. ‘The bill having been 
read a second time, was considered by the Senate 
ts in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KING. From hearing the bill read, 1 
Would suggest to my friend from Georgia the pro- 
prety of leaving out that portion of it which 
speaks of money hereafter to be paid. We koow 
What we are actung on now. Under a bill passed 

y Congress authorizing the reimbursement of the 
amount paid by Georgia, that. amount has been 
rombarsed,and we pay interest, from the time 
that Georgia expended the money up to the time 
of the passing of theact. But to pass a general 
Lill with regard to claims hereafter to be presented, 
in order that interest may follow, seems to me 
sing beyond what we have ever done in the case 
of any State. 


tainly in the other 


House, that he will confine it 


which, was paid by ihe State of Georgia under 
precisely similar circumstances as that advanced 
by New Hampshire. [t does not contain the dis- 
tinction which the Senator from Maine says has 
been involved in all these bills. 
ever, interpose objections to the bill. 

Mr. BERRIEN. ‘There is no real difference. 

Mr. HALE. 





In regard to that portion of the claim | 


| the law to allow, and, when allowed, the claim | 


is still unsettled, and the payment of interest on it || 
when it shall be settled by the officers of the | 


the Senator, if he proposes to enter into a discus. | 


I rise to call the attention of | 
the Senator from New Hampshire to this bill. lt) 
seems to me that this case comes precisely within | 


1 had just sent to the Clerk’s | 


L do not, how- 


I said there was no difference, | 
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Rerhape answer the inquiries of the Senator from 
orth Carolina. [ hold ia my hand a list fur- 





|| wished me by the Senator from Maine, of the 
|| cases in which interest has been paid for advances 


| made by different States on account of matters for 
which the United States were responsible. lt has 
been paid to Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, New 


|| York, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, and Alaba- 


ma. As to the inquiries addressed by the Senator 


|| from North Carolina, I wilt ask the Senator from 
reimbursed them, but in some instances there are | 
precedents where they have paid interest, as it has | 
been paid to the State of Maine by the bill just || 


Maine, who has examined this subject, to an- 
swer them. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I examined this subject, 
in reference to the principle involved in the claim 
of the State of Maine. My impression now is 
| that the previous bills rest upon the principle that 
where States had incurred expense in the perform- 


|| ance of duties which properly devolved upon the 
|| General Government, the reimbursement of tire 


| || principal was followed by the reimbursement of 
which the General Government was responsible. | 


A faiiure to conform to the precise regulations | 
| of the Government of the United States in relation | 


| 


‘interest also. The claim of Georgia I supposed 
| to have come within the equity of the principle of 
former acts of Congress. [am notaware that any 
| of them contemplate the payment of interest on 
sums not already paid. That feature of the bill 


alluded to by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
settled and unsettled claims; it is, that where ad- \ t 


Kine] had not attracted my attention, and | would 
suggest to the Senator from Georgia whether the 
| bill should not be amended in that respect. 

Mr. BADGER. I wished to ascertain from the 
Senator from Maine whether in any of these bills 
interest had been paid by the United States to 


|| States for advances made out of money in their 


| treasuries, where the State has lost no interest by 

the application of the fund producing it, and paid 
| no interest by borrowing money to muke the re- 
quisite advances? Whether the United States 
have dealt, under such circumstances, on the prin- 
ciple that the money lying in their Treasury is to 
be considered as a fund producing interest? I have 
never examined the subject myself, but [ under- 
stand that interest has only been paid where inter- 
est has been previously paid by the State, or where 
interest had been previously lost. 

Mr. HALE. I will now move my amendment 
as an additional section to the bill, as it involves 
precisely the same principle. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, the bill waa then laid 
on the table, the hour having arrived for the con- 
sideration of the special order. 

. THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the order of the day, being the bill for the ad- 
|| mission of California as a State into the Union, to 
| establish Territorial Governments for Utah and 
|| New Mexico, and making proposals to ‘Texas for 
|| the establishment of her western and northern 

boundaries 
| Mr. SMITH, who was entitled to the floor from 
| Saturday last, proceeded to address the Senate, and 
| spoke the residue of the day’s session. 


| 


|| Mr. BUTLER next obtained the floor, but 
|| ‘The further consideration of the subject was 
postponed until to-morrow. 

And then the Senate adjourned. 


i 
i 








| ILOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuespay, July 9, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


| og 


1 would suggest to my friend, if he 
wishes this bill to pass, not only ere, but cer- || is no such 


and there is none in the case of New Hampshire. : 
I do not, however interpose objection to this bill. BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER 8S TABLE, 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, rose and said, 
he desired to call the attention of tre House to the 
Senate pass this bill they will consent to one for || fact, that it was six weeks or two monthe since 
New Hampshire aiso. | the business on the Speaker’s table had been dig- 
There being no proposition to amend, the bill || posed of, consisting of messages of the President, 
was reported back to the Senate, and the questien || and bills from the Senate, (mary of them of the 
stated to be on ordering the bill to be engrossed || highest importance.) He asked that, by the unan- 
for a third reading. ‘ imous consent of the House, the business on the 
Mr. BADGER. I désire to know whether || Speaker’s table might be taken up and disposed of 
there is any example in the past action of the | at this time. Nothing could be more just or proper; 
Government of the payment of interest to States || for, really, some of the matters were of much im- 
on advances paid out of the public Treasury? || portance. 
Whether theregs any case in which interest has || The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkan- 
been paid wheF€ the State has not borrowed the || sas (Mr. Jounsow) asks that the House, by unan- 
money and paid interest? Whetherthere is any || imous consent, proceed to the consideration of 
case in which the Government dealt, on this sub- || business on the Speaker’s table. 
ject, with the State as if the State was a mouey Mr. PRESTON KING objected. 
lender, taki g from a full weasury and supplying Mr. JOHNSON. | hope that the objection wilt 
the United States for such pu ? | have not/| not be isted in. There are very important 
looked into the subject, but i understand that there || bills on the table, and the session is far advanced, 
The objection was persisted in. 
So the motion was not entertained. 





case. 
Mr. BERRIEN. The Senator from Maine can 
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HEALTH OF THE CITY. 


Mr. VENABLE again asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer the resolution rela- 
ting to the health of the city, which he had ineffect- 
ualiy attem ted to introduce yesterday. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed lo inquire Whether the present condition 
of the canal in this city does not endanger the health of the 
city; and if so, 10 ascertain and recommend the best means 
for preventing the evil. 

The resolution having been read— 

Mr. VENABLE said a word or two relating to 
the injurious effect which the condition of the 
canal must have on the health of the city; and ex- 
pressed the hope that no gentleman would object 
* to the introduction of the resolution. 

No objection was made. 

The resolution was received, and, without de- 
bate, was adopted. 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the orders of 
the day. mane 

Mr. GOTT rose, he said, to a privileged mo- 
tion. He saw that his name was not recorded 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Stevens] to lay the whole subject (of 
the Galphin claim) on the table. He (Mr. G.) 
had voted in the negative. 

Correction ordered. 

Mr. RISLEY stated, that he was incorrectly 
recorded as having voted in the affirmative on Mr. 
Burt’s motion to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider. He (Mr. R.) had voted in the affirm- 





ative. 

Mr. JACKSON, of New York, stated that he 
had voted in the affirmative on the same motion. 
Name not recorded. 

Corrections ordered. 

Some conversation followed on a point of order, 
between Mr. Wentworrn and the Speaker, 

ENGRAVING. 
Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on En- 


graving, reported the following resoiutions, which | 


were read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to contract for the enxraving or litho- 
graphing of the plaies accompanying the second part of the 


report of the Conunissioner of Patents: Provided, That the | 
cost of the same does not exceed the rate of $50 per thou- | 


sand sets, 





} 


| 
| 


| 





| 





Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be authorized 
to contract for engraving or lithographing the maps and | 


plates accompanying the Geological report of Messrs. Fos- 
ter and Whitney: Provided, The cost shall not exceed 
the sum of 31,60. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be authorized 
to conuract for the engraving or lithographing the map ac- 
companying the report of the Secretary of War, upon the 
route from San Autonio de Bexar to El Paso del Norte: 
Provided, The co-t shall not exceed the sum of $350. 


Some conversation followed on a point of order, 
between Mr, Jones and the Speaker. 
When, the Speaker having decided that the re- 


port, if objected to, could not be received pending | 





a epectal order 
Mr. JONES objected. 
So the report was not entertained. 


: a get 
Some further conversation followed on a point | 


of order between Mr. McCrernanp and the 
Speaker, but it was impossible to hear anything 
of it on the left of the Chair. 


THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 


The SPEAKER announced the special order of 
the day, being the report of the select commitice 
on the subject of the Gaiphin claim. 

The question pending at the time of the ad- 
journment, yesterday, was on the demand of 
Mr. Featmerston for the previous question on 
the motion of Mr. Burr to reconsider the vote by 
which the third resolution of the commitiee had 
been adopted. 

And the question, ‘Will the House second the 
demand for the previous question ?’’ wag taken, and 
decided in the affirmative—ayes 92, noes not 
counted. , 

So there was a second. 

And the main question (being on the motion of 
Mr. Burt.to reconsider the vote by which the 
House had adopted the third resolution of the 
committee) was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. BURT asked the yeas and nays on the 
motion to reconsider, . — \ 

Mr. BRECK gave notice, that if the motion <o 
reconsider should prevail, he would. offe: an 
amendment to the resolution, which he desired 
might be read for the information of the House. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


} 
i 


| 


|| Elouse. 


| and which could not even be debated ? 
mitted that unanimous consent was required, to | 
enable such propositions to be read. And he ob- | 


| 


Mr. RICHARDSON objecteu to the reading. 

The SPEAKER said that the question on the 
reading would then be put to the House. 

And the question having been taken and decided 
in the affirmative, the amendment was read for in- 
formation, as follows: 

Resolved, That so much of the amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from Mississippi, and al) over proposed 
ainendments touching the conduct of the honorable George 
W. Crawford, in reference to the claim of the representa- 
tives of George Gaiphin, be referred to a select Committee 
of , With instructions to prepare and report to this 
House a code of official morality and propriety, enibracing 
not only heads of departments, but members of Congre-s, 


| and providing that they shali not be engaged in the prosecu- 


tion of claims against the Government, in which they are 
interested, or for attending to which they are to receive fees 
or compensation, either in Congress or any of the depart- 
ments of the Government; and also embracing any other 
otticers, whose official conduct it may be deemed expedient 


| to regulate by law. And that said committee furtwer in- 


quire and report whether there are any abuses in regard to 
the per diem or mileage, or franking privileges of members 
of Gongress, which require correction: Provided, That noth- 
ing herein contained shal! be construed to imply that in the 
opinion of this House, there is anything in the evidence re- 
ported by the committee which impugns the personal or 
otfivial integrity of sai@Crawiord, in relation to the settle- 
ment of the said claim of the representatives of George 
Gaiphin. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired to 
be informed whether the number of the committee 
was named? He proposed that it should consist 
of one member, and that one, (Mr. T. was under- 
stood to add,) shouid be the member from Ken- 
wcky, [Mr. Breck.]} 

Mr. WiLMOY stated that he had modified the 
substitute which he had yesterday given notice of 
his intention to offer, and he asked that, as modi- 
fied, 1t might be again read. 

Mr. CLINGMAN submitted to the Chair, asa 
point of order, that, after the previous question had 


|| been ordered, it was not in order, except by unan- 


imous consent, to read any proposiuons not im- 
mediately connected with the question before the 
What propriety could there be in detain- 
lug the House with the reading of propositions 
that had no connection with the pending question, 
He sub- 


jected. 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the point of order 
raised by the gentleman trom North Carolina, 
[|Mr. Cuineman,| the Chair will reter the gentie- 


|| man to that rule of the House which provides, 


that if objection is made to the reading of a proposi- 
uon, the question shall be submitted to the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 submit to the Chair, that 
that rule applies only to cases where the proposi- 
uuon for which the reading may be called is before 
the House. If, for example, a resolution has 
been read, and I desire that 1 may be read a sec- 
ond time, the question, if objection is made, is to 
be put to the House, and the majority may decide. 





| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
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But it clearly cannot 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) Does the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina appeal from the decis- 
1on of the Chair? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ido. 

Mr. HUBBARD rose t inquire of the Chair, 
whether a motion to lay the whole subject on the 
table would now be in order? 

‘The SPEAKER said, it would not be in order. 
An appeal was pending from the decision of the 
Chair. 

‘The SPEAKER then stated the point of order, 
; and said, under the rule, the Chair has decided 
that if objection is made to the reading of a propo- 
sition, the quesuon must be submined to the deter- 
minauon of the House. The gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. Crineman] raises the point 
of order that the rule only applies to such propo- 
sitions as are properly before the House, and net 
to cases of this kind. From this decision thegen- 
tleman frem North Carolina appeals; and the ques- 
uon is, * Shali the decision of the Chair stand as 
the juigment of the House ?’’ 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (to the Spgp ker.) Is the 
quesuon debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. It is 
merely an incidental question, arising since the 
| previous question was moved. : 

Mr. BURT desired, he said, to know the pre- 
cise state of facts. He understood that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman frou: Pennsylvania (Mr. 
‘Witmor] was not now in order, andcould novnow 





| 





|| be before the House. 
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“The SPEAKER said, that 

of the case. ; Se ee 
Mr. VAN DYKE asked that 1 
which the Speaker had made his 
be read. 

The Clerk read the rule, (No. 57,) which des 
clares that, ** when the reading of a Proposit; 
called for, and the same is objected to |, a 
member, it shall be determined by a vote les 
House”’ the 

The question, ** Shall the decision of the Chai 
siand as the judgment of the House?” was of 
| taken, and decided in the affirmative, witho 

division. be 
So the decision of the Chair was affirmed } 
| House. Y te 

The question was then stated to be, 
said proposition be read?” and, being 
decided in the affirmative. 

So the proposition of Mr. Wimor, 
fied, was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That this House cond i 
ble and. improper, the conduct of George Wont 
Secretary of War, in prosecuting as agent, before one o, the 
departments of the Government, the claim of the heirs of 
| George Galphin, arising under the freaty Of 1773 with the 

Creek and Cherokee Indians, and in which said Crawhng 
was largely interested; and that the effort to shield himself 
from just responsibility by iblication Of AcOnVeErsatinn 
which he says he had with tH€ President, Adds to the inde’ 
cacy and impropriety of his conduct; that this House dis 
sents from the opinion of the Attorney General, allow; 
interest on said claim, and that the payment thereof Was 
unauthorized by the act of 14th August, 1848, 

Mr. HUBBARD. Is -it now in order to moy 
to lay the whole subject on the table? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 
| Mr. HUBBARD. Will it be in order to mor 
to pres it to a day certain? 

_ Phe SPEAKER. A motion to postpone is no 
in order, pending the demand for the previous 
| question. 

Mr. HUBBARD said, he would move, then, to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table—not with 
| the view to get rid of the question, but in order to 

postpone its further soutilerettin for the present, 

Mr. SACKETT inquired what the effect of that 
motion would be. 

The SPEAKER. To dispose of the whol 
ut an end to it. 

Mr. FOWLER inquired if the motion to lay on 
_ the table had not already been made and disagreed 
| to? 

The SPEAKER replied, that it had been made, 
| but the motion to reconsider had been withdrawn, 
| and ne ae motion was a new motion. 

| Mr. HUBBARD said his object was to pot 
| pone this whole subject during the illness of the 
|| President, whose feelings might be involved in res- 
|| olutions hereafter to be offered, and hoped thet 
|| every right-feeling man would sustain him in the 
| postponement. He had no desire to avoid any 

responsibility arising from the votes, but would 


he rule un 
decision my, 


** Shall the 
taken, way 


QS mod. 








| vote against any further discussion of the measure 
| at the present time. 

The question being on the motion to lay on the 
table— 

Mr. GOTT demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HUBBARD, repeating that he did not de- 
sire to avoid any responsibility, and saying that he 
understood that the motion to lay on the table 
would dispose of the whole subject, withdrew the. 
motion. 

Mr. TUCK renewed it. 

Mr. GOTT renewed the demand for the yess 
and nays. 

Mr. JONES raised the point of order, wheth- 
er the motion to lay on the table was now if 
order. A motion had yesterday been made to re 
consider the vote by which the resolution had been 
agreed to, and a motion made to lay that motion 
on the table was negatived. After that, the ger 
tleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Burt,] wh? 
made the motion to reconsider, had withdrawn 
that motion: he, (Mr. J.,) upon reflection, thought 
it doubtful whether the gentleman had that right 
or not. But, however that might be, the motion 
had been withdrawn by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, and renewed by the gentleman from 
Mississippi, and no action whatever had been had 
upon the subject since the motion to lay on the 
table was taken y- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must hold thal 
this is a distinct and new motion. The Che't 


differs with the from Tennessee, an 
thinke the gerttiesean from South Caroline het th 
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cia withdraw the motion to reconsider: the rule A brief conversation followed between Mr. || tion having been moved, no gentleman was entitied 
ren és that a motion may be withdrawn at any || Featuersron and the Speaker, as to the right to || to the floor for purposes of debate: the gentleman 
pov pefore amendment or decision of the House || the floor. || from South Carolina was in order in stating bis 
a it, The motion to lay on the table the mo- The question was taken, and the vote stood— | point of order. 
upoe i] 








jion to reconsider is in order. yeas 54, nays 135; as follow: Mr. HOLMES. My point of order is this: the 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being YEAS—Mesers. Bingham, Bocock, Boyd, Breck, E. gentleman’s amendment embraces a series of res- 
‘ ere—yeas 74, nays 112; as follow: C. Cabell, George Alired Caldwell, Dunham, Nathan || olutions which involve a censure upon the Pres- 
ken, W Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, 


yeAS—Messts- Allen, Alston, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, || [sham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hibbard, Houston, ve — = —— Fae el pone of order is 
y», Briggs; Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Burt, Thomas |) Howard, Hubbard, inge, James L. Jobnson, Robert W. || U8: the President of the United States was not 
5 Butler, E. C. Cabell, G. A, Caldw@, Joseph P. Caldwell, |) Johnson, Kaufman, Preston King, La Sere, Litefield, || on trial; he had not, therefore, had the opperiunity 
ae wan, Williamson B. W. Cobb, Vole, Conrad, Corwin, || Mason, MecClernand, McDonald, MeDowell, McLanaban, | of calling out anything like testimony in his own 
er perry, Duncan, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Gentry, | McMullen, MeQueen, Mc Willie, Morse, Ulds, Orr, Peck, | defence: | ask thie House, therefore ; 
Sak Gott, Gould, Hall, Haralson, Sampson W. Harris, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Savage, Seddon, || , : ey » 88 & Question 
oa folladay, Houston, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jack- || ‘ppaddeus Stevens, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, Walden, || Of order, whether it is right ’ 
oe Wiliam T. Jackson, James L. Jobnson, Robert W Waldo, Wailace, Wetlborn, Williams, Wood, and Wood- || Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, interposed, 
Jonnson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, James G. || ward—54. and asked, whether the gentieman could argue the 












ing, Horace Mann, Marshall, Mason, Mc- 3 . 4 : ; : 
Kine, Onn aa MeQueen, M eade, Morehead, Mor- adel awe ane sume Dor, Hanoua uckes tities, biean, merits of the case in stating a point of order? 
bm owen Parser, Putnam, Reed, Risley, Sechermerhorn, Bowie, Bowlin, Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, || Mr. HIBBARD. I raise the point that the 
mn, 


_. 6shepperd, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Jacob 
3 10 ee armen, Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Vint n, 
Lage a Wiliams, Winthrop, and Woodward—74. 
Well Y5-—-Messrs. Albertsou, Alexander, Andrews, Ashe, 
ae Bay, Bayly, Benneti, Bingham, Bissell, Bowlin, 


| Burrows, Chester Butler, ‘I. B. Butier, J. P. Caldwell, J. || gentleman ts not stating a point of order. 

Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Clarke, Cleve- |'~ Mr, HOLMES. My question of order is, that 
|| land, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Cole, th itt ised t tigate tt oe 
| Conger, Courad, Corwin, Crowell, Daniel, Deberry, Dickey, || © Commitee was raised to Investigate the con- 
ane a | Dimmick, Dixon, Doty, Daer, Duncan, Durkee, Edanund duct of Mr. Crawford by the request of Mr. Craw- 
Boyd, Breck, Brooks, W iliam J. na eet ays sapeeee | son, Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, |, ford; they were not, therefore, authorized by any 
puller, Joseph Cable, oe ached aenarte ees a ler, | Gorman, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halioway, Hampton, authority conferred upon them by the House to 
Clarke Cleveland, Conger, Daniel, Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, || Haralson, Harlan, ‘Tuomas L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Heb- ingeatiankh ‘al duct 6f the President.of 2 
Doty, Duet, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Featherston, || ard, Henry, Hillard, Holladay Holmes, Howe, Hunter, ga 1@ conduct 0 e Fresident of the 
Fireh, Fowler, Freediey, Gilmore, Gorman, Halloway, |) Josepn W. Jackson, William ‘I. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, United States; and it was out of order in the pro- 
Hamilton, Hammond, Hampton, Harlan, Isham G. ie || Jones, Julian, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, James ceedings of the committee, in their report and res- 
tomas L. Harris, Hay, Hibbard, Howard, Howe, Hub ard, || G. King, John A. King, Letiler, Horace Manu, Job Mani, olutions, to embrace the President, upon this prin- 
aydrew Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Preston King, | Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, McKissock, Millson, a) fe i : hy, ° PY : ' I : 
La Sere, Lefiler, Liutefieldgjob Mann, Matteson, McCler- || Moore, Morris, Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Outlaw, || Clipe of common law, that no man ean be judicially 
rand, MeDonald, McLanahan, McMullen, MeWillie, Mil- |} Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Pitman, Putnam Reed, || condemned before he is rightfully placed upon hia 
jer, Moore, Marr eine Folscr Reyndeds, menade! | Repeat, nee Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ste, trial. 
aslee, Peck, Phetps, wet. > = ~~ || Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerh rn, , ~ inl es . 
em Rodbins, Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ross, Kum- | schooieraft, Bhepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, Pred The SPEAKER said, the Chair could not enter- 
wy, sackelt, Savage, Sawitelie, Schenck, Schooleraft, Sil- || erick P. Stanwn, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Thurman, tain the point made by the gentleman as a point of 
vesier, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, || Toombs, ‘luck, Underwill, Van Dyke, Venabie, Vinton, || order—it was a question which must be decided by 
Spison, Strong, Sweetser, James Thompson, Van Dyke, i Wentworth, Wildrick, Wilmot, Winthrop, and Young— || the House. 


I valdv, Wallace, Wentworth, Wildrick, Wilmot, | a ; : 
Wale, | yeang—it® : : : wih ene he H gs || The question recurring upon seconding the de- 
So the motion to reconsider was not laid on the || 90 ‘he Flouse refused to postpone. mand for the previous question— 


ub 1] -~ question recurred upon the motion to re- Mr. JONES appealed to the gentleman from 

ho ‘ . . | consider. Missi t dify hi sndment t bra- 

7 - greeing to the || ; be ; Missisaippi to modify his amendment by embra 
eee oe : me || Mr. FEATHERSTON. In moving the recon- 


notion to reconsider— cing a proposition which he desired to offer. 





The question on the motion to reconsider was || Sideration of the vote by which the third and last Mr. DUER. I rise to » point of order. My 

tis ph and decided in the affirmative—yeas || resolution was passed on yesterday, 1 do not pro- point of order embraces something more than 

ii nays 73: as follow: || pose entering again into the discussion of this | the point made by the gentleman from South 
‘ > . 


|| question, for L am satisfied that the House has be- 


yEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Andrews, Ashe, || . . ee 
bas, Bayly, Bennett, Bingham, Bissell,’ Bowie, Bowlin, || CMe ured of t. My object in making the motion 


Breck, Brooks, W. J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester Bat- | is to offer an amendment to this last resolution—an 
jer, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Campbell, Chandler, Clarke, || amendment which | think perfectly germane, and 
Conger, Corwin, Daniel, Sneois Song eed se rae || to which | do not believe ovjection will be offered. 
s "eo st | : . 
DoE Oa Oe a eee Grinnell, Hallmnas’ || Ltembraces propositions apon which the House 
1 


Carolina; it is my mtention to take an appeal if it 
should be overruled by the Chair. This House 
is acting, as I understand, under the impeaching 
power vesied in us by the Constitution; otherwise 
| we are acting vainly and idly. At the request of 
| the Secretary of War, we—— 
Mr. FITCH, (interposing.) 1 want the gentle- 
man’s point of order. 


‘ower, Freedley, Gilmore, Gorman, Grinnell, Halioway 
Hamion, Hampton, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. || have already voted; propositions which have been 


iHwrris, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, Holmes, || adopted by the House. And | wish to say for 
Howe, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, James L.Johnson, Jones, | 


: : , || myself that I consider it just as necessary thatone || The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman is stating his 
an, Kaufnan, Kerr, Daniel P. King, Preston King, La J f 5 g g 
aon bes Shee Marshall, Matteson, : MeClernand, Me- || of these propositions should be adopted as that the || point of order. 
Donald, MeLanaban, Mv Mullen, Mc Willie, Moore, Morris, || other should be; and that | wili not yote for one || Mr, DUER. Iam statine thy point of order. 
Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Olds, Outlaw, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, | 5 


| wi tt her. If the House shall adopt one | 
Pinan, Potter, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Robbins, Robin- i ine eee Ste cs ‘ 


son, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sacket’, Savage, || and refuse to adopt the other, | shall be willing at 

Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Sehooleraft, Sitvester, || ady Ume to take up that which may not have been 

Spaulding, Sprague, R. H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, i] adopted, that equai justice may be done to the par- 
1 


Stetson, Strong, Underhill, Van Dyke, Waldo, Wallace, || yes interested and involved in this transaction. 
Wentworth, Wildrick, Wilmot, Winthrop, and Young— 


HS 1} | send to the Chair the amendment which | |) js pot germane to he subject-matter before the 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Alston, Averett, Bocock, Bokee, | offer, and | demand the previous question. House, and cannot be properly connected with it. 
Booth, Boyd, Briggs, Burt, I’. B. Butler, &. C. Cabell,G. A. || Mr, JONES appealed to the gentleman from Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. 4 rise to 
ie ae ColemCanrad, Orewell, Debecry, Dunes, || Mississippi to withdraw the demand for the pre- || know whether an appeal has been taken ? 


It is, that we are acting under the impeaching pow- 
er; and the question is simply whether there is 
that in the conduct of that officer which calls upon 
us to exercise that high constitutional power; this 
reference, therefore, to the action of the President, 


Bwing, Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Hall, Hammond, || Vious question, to allow an amendment to be read | Mr. HOLMES. I appeal. 
Haralson, S. W. Harris, Haymond, Holladay, Houston, || which he desired to offer. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
Wabherd, Inge. J. W. Jackson, W. T. Jacksna, Geore G. || Mr. CON RAD aiso expressed the fiope that the || York ia stating his point of order. No decison 


King, James G. King, John A. King, Leffler, Littlefield r . 

Honee Maun, Mason, MeDowell, MeQueeu, Meade, Mint. || gentieman from Mississipp: would withdraw the || has been made from which an appeal could be 
son, Morehead, Morse, Morton, Orr, Owen, Park r, Rich- || demand for the previous question, as he wished || taken. 

ardsou, Risley, Seddon, Shepperd, Stanly, F. P. Stanton, |) to offer an amendment. || Mr. HIBBARD. Isthe point of orderdebatable? 


ca Fae? iain wecn: Panis, eeitee "ere | The amendment of Mr. FPearuersron was Mr. DUER. I hope | may be permitted to 
: en : , : | read, as follows: || state my point of order. 


hams, Wood, and Woodward—73 Ga, aed . 
So the vote by which the third resolution of the « And that the House does not approve of the eonductof || The SPEAKER, _ The gentleman from New 
tel oe had b dopted || the Seeretary of War, in continuing to he interested in the || York will confine himself simply to stating hia 
ae eae 1a een adopted, was recon- || prosecution of it when it was to be es adjusted, and || point of oriler 
sidered, : || paid by one of the departments of the Government, he him- | ; . : . 

And the said resolution being again before the relt being at the same time at the head of another of those Mr. DUER. That is my intention. I say the 
House, and the question recurring on the adoption 











| departments, but the House considers that such connection || subject before the House is an examination into 
Bs “ ; C | j famember of the Cabinet with a elaim pend- 
thereof in the words following, to wit: | and interest o ' the conduct of the Secretary of War, and has no 


| ing and prosecuted before avother department, would be || aad : : . , 
M, Resolved, That the act aforesaid did not authorize the || imeoper, dangerous as a precedent, and ought not to be || connection with the President of the United States 


Secretary of the Treasury to pay interest on said claim, and || sanctioned. And consequently this House also dissents || OF with the head of any department. I make twe 


ts payment Was not “in conformity with law ” or “prece- || from the opinion which the Secretary of War has said the || points: First, that the amendment is not germane; 

dene.” }} President of the. — saat es mw, wit: | and second, as stated by the gentleman from 
; | ‘that his (the said Crawlor nga pead of the War || se 

Mr. FEATHERSTON obtained the floor. t\ ieneniee. and the egent of the claimants, did not take || South Carolina, that it is not proper for the mene 

‘from him any rights he may have had as such agent, or to examine into the conduct of any officer, and put 


Mr. OLDS rose and inquired, will the henora- ' 
ble gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. FeatHEer- ‘would have justified him in having the examination and. || him upon trial where no notice has been given, 
ston) give way for me to submit a motion ? ‘decision SN nated A the road || and no opportunity is afforded for defence. 
Mr. FEATHERSTON. I will with pleasure, || ‘Su+hented igen inion given by the Atrency Gea. || _Mr. HARRIS, of Mlinois, called for the reading 
Mr. OLDS. Mr. Speaker, for reasons of deli |) ¢raj in favor of an allowance of interest on said claim, and of the resolution under which the conrmitiee waa 
cacy, which will readily be understood by every || from the action of the Seeretary of the Treasury in pay- || appointed. 


gentleman upon this floor who has heard the re- || ment of the same.” fhe SPEAKER. The point of order of the 








ports from the other end of this avenue, | move to Mr. HOLMES rose to a question of order.- _ | gentleman from New York is vat agree Fa 
post the further consideration of this subject Mr. FEATHERSTON said, he had not yet || same es that made by the gentleman from South 
until Monday next. - || yielded the floor; he would, however, yield to the | Carolina. The Chair rules that he cannot decide 


The SPEAKER stated the question. leman from South Carolina, to enable him to || upon the question as a point of order. It isa 
yeas and nays on the motion were asked | state his point of order. | matter for the decision of the House when they 
and ordered. | The SPEAKER said, that the previous ques- | come to vote upon the resolution. 
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Mr. DUER appealed from the decision. 
Mr. McCLEXNAND asked that the resolution 


reising this committee and defining its jurisdiction 
be read. 


tion. 


The SPEAKER replied that the only question | 


now before the House was on the appeal. 
Mr. KAUFMAN moved to lay the appeal on 


the table, and demanded the yeas and nays on that 
motuon. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution under which | 


the committee was raised will be reported. 


Mr. BRECK desired to inquire whether the | 
resolution which he had some time since proposed, | 


providing for the reference of this subject to a 


committee was not the first question before the 


House. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky has never been entertained 
or submitted, and is not before the House. 
question to be decided is, ** Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House ?’’ 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. Is the appeal de- 
batable? 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not, the 
previous question having been moved. The reso- 
lution, he added, iil now be read to the House. 

Mr. MORSE. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. A point of order is now 
pending. The resolution under which the com- 
mittee was appointed was read. 


Mr. MORSE moved that the House do now ad- 


journ. Rejected. 

The question recurring upon the motion to lay 
on the table— 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, QBUER asked for the reading of the rele re- 
lating to the relevancy of amendments. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON, Is the reading in or- 
der? 

The SPEAKER. It is not usual to object to 
the reading of a rule under which the House is 
acting. 
man objects. 

No objection being made— 

The 53h rule was read, in part, as follows: 


** No motion or proposition on a subject different from 
that under consideration, shall be admitted under color of 
amendment.”’ 


And the question, “ Shall the appeal be laid upon 


the table?” was then taken and resulted—yeas 


105, nays 82. 
So the appeal was laid upon the table. 
ILLNESS OF THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. BAYLY rose and said: Mr. Speaker, I un- 
derstand that authentic information has reached 


this Capito! that the condition of the President of || 


the United States is so critical that he will probably 
not survive one hour. 
House adjourn. 

Mr. MORSE. I have put the motion in writing. 
I desire that it mav be read by the Clerk. 

The motion of Mr. Morse was read, as follows: 

Whereas, when an Ex-President of the United States, 
the lwt John Quincy Adaros, was lying dangerously iil, this 
Hiouse adjourned from day to day; aud whereas, it is rep- 
resented that Zacuary Taytor, President of the United 
Stotee, is now lying daugerougly ill; be it therefore 

Resoloed, Tirat instead of discussing his conduct, this 
House do now adjourn. \ 


Objection was made. 


The question then recurred on the motion of || 


Mr. Bayty that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays; which 


were ordered, 


And the question, ‘ Will this House adjourn ?”’ | 


was then taken, 


Mr. SCHENCK, when his name was called, | 
rose and said, (amidst loud calls to order,) thac he | 


was not willing to vote for an adjournment when 


there wasa resolution pending containing an ungen- | 
erous and unfounded imputation upon the Presi- | 


dent’y chardeter. If it were trve that he was 
dying, the more reason for that being withdrawn 
or disposed of while he yet lived. Sincere respect 
and sympathy would be better shown by the other 
side by their doing that. 

Mr. CARTTER, when his rame was called, 


rose and said, that, sympathizing in what must | 
be the general sentement of the House and the | 


country upon the announcement made by the gen- 


tleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bavzy,) he (Mr. C.) | 


would vote aye. 
The roll was called through, and was read over. 


Mr. WILLIAMS asked what was the ques- | 


The | 


‘The rule will be read unless the gentle- | 


I therefore move that this | 


: THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Some time was consumed in the changing of 


votes from the negative to the affirmative. 


When applications of this character appeared to 


| have ceased— 


The SPEAKER Said that, before the result was 
announced, the names of gentlemen who had 
voted in the negative would be again read over, 80 


| that there might be no error in the record. 


The names of the negatives were accordingly 


| read a second time. 


The result of the vote was then announced— 
yeas 176, nays 16; as follow: 

YEAS—Measrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Anderson, 
Andrews, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Benneu, Bingham, 
Bissell, Boeock, Bokee, Booth, bowie, Bowiin, Boyd, 
Breck, Brigg-, A. G. Brown, Burrows, Burt, Chester But- 
ler, T. B. Batler, E. C. Cabell, G. A. Caldwell, J. @. Cald- 
well, Calvin, Carter, Chandier, Clarke, Cleveland, Cling- 
man, W. R. W. Cobb, Coicock, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, 


| Daniel, Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, 


Durkee, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, 
Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Good- 
enow, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hail, Hatloway, Haim- 
ilton, Hammond, Hampton, Haraizou, Hariaa, [. G. Harris, 
8. W. Harris, T. L. Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, 
Hibbard, Rilliard, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Howe, 


| Hubbard, Hunter, J. W. Jackson, W. T. Jackson, James 


L,. Johnson, Robert W. Jolson, Kaufman, Kerr, Daniel P. 
King, George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, 
Preston King, La Sére, Leffler, Littieficid, Horace Mann, 
Job Manu, Mason, Matteson, McCiernand, McDowell, Mc- 
Gaughey, McKissock, McLanahan, McMullen, McQueen, 
Meade, Millson, Moore, Morris, Morse, Morton, Nelson, 
Newell,-Ogle, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, 
Pitman, Potter, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richard- 


telle, Schermeriom, Schoolcraft, Seddon, shepperd, Sil- 
vester, Spauiding, Sprague, Stanly, F. P. Stanton, R. H. 
Stanton, A. H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
Strong, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, 
Thurinan, Toombs, ‘Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Venable, 
Vinton, Waldo, Wallace, Weliborn, Wentworth, Wildrick, 
Witliuns, Wilmot, Winthrop, and Wood—176. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alston, Brooks, Joseph Cable, Camp- 
bell, Cole, Conger, Deberry, Andrew Johuson, Jones, Ju- 
lian, Outlaw, Risley, Robbins, Root, Schenck, aud Young— 
16. 

So the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e, 


Plattsburg, Saranac, and Essex, asking Congress to mod- 


ify the tariff of 1846, and impose specific duties on articles | 


of foreign manufacture imported into the United States. 
By Mr. McLANAHAN: Memorial in behalf of the med- 
ical officers of the navy of the United States, signed by 
Hargrove Hinkley, M. D., and nine others, of Carlisle, Penn- 
sylvania, praying Congress to enact Uiat the grades of 


medical officers of the navy shall have the same degree of | 


rank relative to officers of the line in the navy, as corre- 
sponding grades of medical officers in the army now pos- 
sess according to law, relative to officers of the line in the 
army. 

By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of Nathaniel B. Bar. 


ton and 235 ower citizens of Fall River, Massachusetts, {| 
praying that the wriff of 1846 may be modified or repealed, | 


and that a law may be enacted recognizing the principle of 
specific duties on imports. ; 


By Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania: The memorial 


of citizens of Peunsylvania, praying Congress to pass a law 
to provide greater security against fires and explosions on 
steumboats, and as preparatory Wereto, to investigate the 
causes of their frequency. 


Also, the memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania in behalf | 


of the medical officers of the navy of the United States. 


Also, two petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, praying | 


for an alteration of the tariff laws. 


Also, the memorial of J. W. Bates, surviving partner of | 


the firm of Carrick & Bates, for relief. 
By Mr. CABLE, of Ohio: 


George and many other citizens of Jefferson county, Ohio, 
on the subject of slavery. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, July 9, 1850. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of Newcastle, Delaware, asking that slavery and 
the slave trade may be abolished in the District of 
Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FELCH presented a memorial of citizens 
of the District of Columbia, asking a reorganiza- 
tion of their judicial system; which was referred 


|| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a memorial of vit- 


| izens of Arkansas, asking a grant %* public lands 


to that State for the endowmentof the Alexandrian 
Masonic College; which was referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Public Lands. 


THE TARIFF. 
Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, [ present to 
the Senate the proceedings of a meeting of citizens 
of the State of New York, inhabitants of the city 


of Troy, on the subject of a revision of the tariff 
laws of the United 





| upon this important subject. 








July 9, 


[ will not trouble the Senate with the read of 
these proceedings now, but | will ask permiss 
to staie briefly the views of those who took 
in them. 

The meeting was held on the 29th of June I 
is said, and | do not doubt truly, to have bees : 
meeting of citizens of all parties. From ous 
spondence which I have received, | learn that 
ciuzens assembled were the most respeciable and 
intelligent of that c@mmunity. 

‘They submit to the Senate that the Protection of 
American labor—that is, the adaptation of og, 
system of revenue 80 as to protect American labor 
—is a policy of great national importance. Th, 
insist that, under the protective policy, the many. 
factures and manufacturers of this country have 
grown up and prospered. They submit tiat pers 
severance in that policy would be just, because it 
rewards labor. ‘They think it ‘wise, because it 
increases the stability and strength of the country 
and contributes to the intelligence and elevation of 


the Jaboring classes of society, upon whom oy 


institutions depend. They submit one considera. 
tion, to which | feel it my duty especially to cali 
the attention of the Senate; and that is, that the 
vast importations of foreign manufactures during 


| the last year, paid for only by stocks, and there. 


fore yet to be paid for her@gfter, are alarming, and 


| will increase the debts of commercial men; aug 


| they express a fearful apprehension that, unless 
son, Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, Saw- || 


the importations are reduced to something corre. 
sponding to the extent of commercial exports, a 


| revulsion greater than any which had heretofore 
| taken place will be experienced. 


é The remedy 
which they recommend, in common with citizens 


'| of all parts of the United States, is the substitution 
|| of specific for ad valorem duties, 


The proceedings of this meeting are accompanied 


| by four several petitions of ciuzens of Troy, in 
| which the same views are sustamed, 


i I have ex- 
amined the names upon these petitions, and | am 


| free to say that there are among them the names 


: es : || of some of tie most respectable and intelligent citi- 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 


|| presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- || 
|| propriate committees: 
By Mr. THURMAN: Seven petitions from citizens of 


zens of that great and flourishing town. 
1 trust that full consideration will be bestowed 
In the meantime [ 


have only to say, what you, Mr, President, well 


know, that the city of Troy 1s one of the most en- 


|| terprising and populous cities in the State of New 
| York. 


it is itself an illustration of the wisdom and 
success of the policy of fostering manufactures. In 
almost every place which | have ever visited, | 
have found the handiwork of the citizens of Troy. 
They are found on the roads and rivers of every 
State in this Union, and on the roads and rivers of 


| every State, nation, and country on this continent, 
_ and on the roads ot Western Europe. 


The city of Troy is the most interesting illustra 
tion | have ever seen of the wise directionof cape 
tal and labor, It exhibits high commercial prot 
perity, great manufacturing skill, and the highest 
morai and social elevation of he whole people. 
The opinions of such a city cannot be expressed 
without effect. 

I know, sir, that the questions presented by them 
are deemed debatable here, and that this is not the 
time for discussing them. 1 trust, however, that 
when the present great questions have gone by, 


|| we shall be able to direct our attention to the sul- 
A memorial from Thomas | 


ject thus brought before us, and to so dispose of it 
as to give relief, and comfort, and satisfaction 0 
the country. 

The memorials and proceedings were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill granting the 
right of way, and making a donation of land to the 
State of Alabama, in aid of the construction of the 
Mobile and Girard Railroad, reported back the 
samme with an amendment, striking outall afier the 
enacting clause and insertung a new bill. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the resolution of the Legislature of Mich- 
igan, in favor of a grant of land for public works 
in that State, reported a bill granting to the State 
Michigan the right of way and a donation of pub- 
lic land, for the purpose of locating and construct 
ing a canal from Rochester, in said State, to the 
waters of Lake Michigan; which was read 
passed to a second reading. — 

Also, from the samecommittee, 
ferred the resolutions of the Legislature of 
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